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India oť niodorn conccption with lis 
'O-cnilcd prcsonr síco.Urapincal unity is cnrirely 
chc creation of tho Hi itiyh wlio holti ir as onc 
administrativě unit hy a systém oí burcancratic 
Government whose uliimate sanction is tlíc 
sword and not rhe wil! or the sanction of the 
pcopic beiiind rhc .(•©'•'crnmcnt so csiablished, 
This posititUT is very mucli cxploited by the 
Hindu Coniircs? and another Hindu organi- 
sation. the Hindu Maiiasabha. India is a vast 
sub-continenc. It is neither a country nor a 
nation. It is composed of nationalitics and 
races. but chc two major naťiops are the 
Muslims and the Hindus. Talk of Indián unity 
as One centrál constirutional governmicnt of 
this vast sub-continent. is simply a myfch. 

The differences in India between the 
two major nations, rhc Hindus and the Muslims, 
are a thousand times greater when compared 
with the continent of Europe. In fact the 
diversíty of its races, religions, cultures and 
languages has no parallel in any other part of the 
World; but fortunately the* Muslim homelands 
are in the North Western and Eastern zones 
of the sub-continent where they are in a solid 



majority wirh a p^nMiíatirn cf nt^rrly 70 mi- 
llions and they dcsirc tiiat thc:-- parts .‘•lu.uM 
hc 5cpnrared ťrom the rr<ř ot índr.i .hkI 
títntcd into indop^^ndent .''•n-otcipn 
The Musiíms >'«tand tjrH\iu:v,}e.>Ítv f.>r r[í--!f 
ovvn froedom and in iepc.uioiu'.-and ah n ti.at t t 
Hindusativi ího Hindu india ;n tíit'Mih-conniN-n: 
oí india, vvhettM> tne fdiihii: maehsnafon'' an.; aí! 
piopo$alíí and ř-ch‘nsos ,*'fn';>e>trd hv tii.-fii -tr-’ 
íntcndod and calculated fn hinu, a ní:nd:.\í 
million Muí-lmi- undm fh«' >'irrn,'ani 
hctlemony ot tfie iíuuíri !Td <n‘ci :iu* .mífi 
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The present book i> :% colíoctjon oí atíi.Tf'- 
denli5ig with čase íur íT.ksřt.uí .mh! ír*. 

vanou? a?pccrs. Ikart i)iic Mjpp-ur^ d*- 

mand for Pakisran; parr (u-o tlm 

minoríry pmblem the terrunrtai Hnuí' atnl 
cconomic posinon. oí thí' propořed {'vd.t-n.ts 
States: pan (htcc .sn.sv.ei'' er;iu-tnrr ítt-iti 
such rosp^otisiblc person.s íin Bribn iv,i{ut<!;u 
Parshad. Sil Tcj ÍPiliadur Sapru. Síí Padn.' 
íCij-íhnan, and Sír X. P. Strkaf. 
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1\ART I 

PÁKISTÁN. 

1. Federailon or Separation 

The most important political question before a 
Muslim Is whether his interests can best be served by 
an assurance of “full proiection of his reli^iííon, culture 
and language" on thc part of the Congress, or a com- 
plete separation and indopendence of those parts of 
India wherc Muslims form a majority. 

If thc íirsf altcrnarivc is acccptcd, the 90 
miiiion? of Muslims will oncc for nll be rcducecl to 
the position oř a minority and will havc to dcpcnd 
upon thc líooci-will and amity of the majority com- 
munity for thc piotcction of thcir interests. 

No onc wouid havc objcctcd to this rcsult if 
the Muslim population of India had actually becn 
scattercd in all the provinces and had not bcoii 
strong cnough to form an independent stablc govcin* 
ment in any part But as facts srand, two-thnds 
of the Muslim population in India is concentrated 
in theit majority provinces and onc-third in mino¬ 
rity provinces. They number 2S millions m 
North-West out of a total popularíon of 42 míi.:.'-' 
in the five adjoining areas of the Punjab. Kas.^-' 
Sind, the Frontier Province and Ealucln.^ran. * 
proportion of Muslim pornlarion can 
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raised by a readjustment of thc oastcrn fronticr oí 
the Punjab. 

In Bengál, too, likc the Punjab. a readjustment 
of frontiers will raise thc Muslim proportion in 
population to 70 per cent oř more. At present thc 
Muslims form an ovcrwhclming majority of 75 per 
cent in Kastern Bengál and thc Goalpara and Sylitct 
íJistriets of Assam. They are aiso n majority in 
some districts of Western Bengál which are conri- 
guous to Eastern Bengál. If this Mu.^ílim population 
is joined together so as to comc under a now pí o- 
vincc of Eastern Bengál and As.^jam, thc Muslim.*' 
will bc placcd in a permanent majority of 70 pci- 
cent in a total population of dO millions. 
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nrajinu!<'s .uui ní:Pvi'riíiť<, {Íu'y ;uv also politically, 
ťC.Kínníicaliv a;iJ ,<.u*í;!l!y tliviucií. Tha has 

Jištsncí ppluical nspnatu^n? wiiich urr:c him on to 
the polšíical rt'ý«';',craí?.'5t oí his own coinmunity 
as wcH as o* i\w N\u'}im %vo:Ul in ííctunal. Hc cloes 
not viovv wiťn íiu' ':amo iiuorcsr thc profncss of 
non-?\U3slini ť*Min!!í.'< ho watchcs liiat of n Mus-. 
hín ťouíury. M:s fji^r ťoncorn is wiih t líc i isc of 
Ul.un ns a pohttvai powcr in íhc worKl. This 
ambitso.n. lic ooncoiv.‘s. m^t with a viow to snpprcss 
thc lihcrucs uf ('tiícr nations, init simply bccausc ho 
icois rhar tho cstai>hslimcnt of tlíc political povvcr 
of Islnm will imnil ahotit a hcttcr statuiaril of justice 
aiui cquaiiry hcrvvccn nations anti incliviiluals. 

Mc stiii helieves thnr if Islnm liatl hccn the 
Joniinant tcliihon in Europc. the worltl wouid nor 
háve scen the t ise i*í a narrow and a}íj:ressivc form 
of natitmnlism wiiicii has dra.C}ícd the wholc world 
inio a State uf ciinos ativi disorder. 

The Hindu, on the orher hand, has no. ultra- 
terrjcorial inrercsrs All his activitics are confined 
to India and hc ha.s no reál cultural or rdij-ious link 
with any otlicr counrry heyond India. The fatc of 
Cliína or Japan cannnt he of such interest: to a 
Hindu as that of Turkey or Afříhani.stan to a Mus¬ 
lim. 

Diřfercnccs in political aspirations in the past, 
when Muslims and Hindus assumed the role of the 
rulers and the rulcd, háve further dcepened the 
political divergence of the two communities. The 
Muslim still looks with fervour to his glorious past 
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and ís only intcrestcd in indepcndcncc in so far ns ir 
can assist him direct^’ in rcgaíning thc poíítical 
power lost by him. The Hindu, too^ brcaíhcs dccp 
in theancient past whcn he dominatcd thc contincnt 
'of India and enjo 3 ''ed itndívfdcd polítícaí power. 

Economically, too, thcrc is a clash bctwecn 
Hindu and Muslim intcrcsts. Thcrc are certain 
oceupations cntirely reserved for Hindus and tho 
Muslims háve been complctcly shut out of them. 
Sliop-kccping in generál ks a monopoly oř thc Hindu 
cven in purely Muslim arcas. The graiiv and doth 
markets in particular in cvery city are controllcd by 
Hindus. Even in villagcs wln‘ch lic in pure Mu.slim 
surrounding."', thc Hindu holds a favoured posirion 
as a moncy-Iendcr or .shopkccpcr. 7"hc Muslim 
middlc class in citics has no chnicc Icřr rxcept to 
work as lakourcr.s cr to scek petry jobs in Cíovern- 
mcni Service. The Hindu middlc class i*; pm^pcíinis 
and flouijshing and contr()ls ;d! the sntcítuil and 
external trnde oř thc couniry. 

Tho Musíim.s cannot ionk upnn thís státe of 
ařfairs as ci fait dccompli. Nor can ílicy accept toí 
cver the condition oř being a tlebtor coíiimutist), 

Al! their haKl-oarncd savings pass mto the Ininds 
oí thc Hindu money-lcndcr jn the turín ot 
interesf. whicii in thc Punjab aKuu' ten tune^; ťa-' 
lind revenue c<í tiu: Píovuuv. 

Anoiher danr.cr ro which Mufdtms are exp > ej 
is thc peacetul pencíraí u>n ot rhe rdindu s!i >i -keef er 
sn purely Miisltm aie.is, The Hindu lie.* no l;í:.:ed 
!nteie*f.'. sn rh*’ Wh-řtern Punse/n. the Fneuiu 
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Province and Smd. and vet he forms a majority in 
all the towns and dominates the entire public life. 

This alone accounts for the fačt that in a city 
like Baniui which lies in the heart of a Muslim 
district, the Hindus form over 70 per cent of its 
population and monopolise the entire trade and all 
the professions. Of the 2,000 ocid shops in the city 
there are hardly a dozen Muslim shops. 

The economic condition of the Muslims in the 
Punjab is exactly like thafc of the Turks in their 
homeland of Asia Minor prior to the regeneration 
of Modem Turkey. Though the Turk had ruled 
over Aisa Minor for over 800 j^ears, and formed the 
majority of its population, yet economically he 
stood no comparison with the subject peoples like 
the Greeks, Armenians, and Jews. All internal 
and foreign trade and all the learned professions, 
such as medicine, teaching and banking, were 
monopolised by non-Turkish races. The Turk, like 
the Punjabi Muslim, was either a peasant sunk deep 
in debt or was content to work as a soldier or a 
Government servant. 

Nofching but a revolution wasneeded to change 
the economícal condition of the Turk. This was 
accomplished by Mustapha Kemal, who stopped 
non-Turkish immigration into purely Turkish 
villages and cities and started with State help 
various commercial enterprises to encourage the 
Turk, to undertake banking and trading. Now irí 
course of 25 years the Turk is commercially most 
efficient in his homeland, and the Turkish peasant is 
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no longer in the grips of the Armenian or Jcwish 
moneylender. 

Can WC expect this of a future índian Govern¬ 
ment Lindcr Congress domination—that it \vi!l try 
to bring tlie Muslims into líne with the Hindu coni- 
muníty, which at present holds the sole monopoly 
of tradc and commcrce in cítics and villagcs and 
possesses wealth and influencc oiit of nll proportion 
to its numericai strength? Theinterests of the Muslim 
pcasant as well as of the Muslim middlc clnssman in 
thc/cicy dircctly clash with thosc of tlíc Hindu 
moncy-Icndcr and shop-kccpcr. Tlíc Mm^-liins cannot 
trust that the verv communitv, which js at presrnr 
rcsponsiblc for their cconomic enslavcment, wil! do 
justice to them, the moment itgníns pol/ticaJ powei. 
On the contrary their fcais are iniensifsed by the 
rcalisation tiiar a concenítation of pídnical atid 
cconomic powcr in the hnnds of a ho.^-tde conununi- 
ty will make tlieir conditíon politicnlly asul econi-nto 
cally woise íhan ne presenr. 
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privilegcs or riglití; řor thcm except what tbey can 
claim as xiart of the Hindu Polity. 

It is common knowledgc that the wořking of 
Hindu sociál systém in the past has led to the con- 
centration of all cconomic and sociál power in the 
hands of high-cascc Hindus This cannot be said 
of Islám. The Muslims belicvc in the equality and 
fraternity of all. inter-dining and inter-marrying are 
not obstaclcs nmong the various classes of Muslims. 
They believe in the equality of all beforc law and 
recognise no distinction between one Muslim and 
anocher on the basis of bírth and blood. 

Such indced is the divergence in sociál systems 
of the two communitiesthat on occasions of common 
sociál gathering when these differences are expected 
to be minimised, they present themselves in more 
striking forms. A Muslim attending a Hindu public 
dinner or party will miss badly, things suited to his 
taste and vvíli find most of the dishes prepared accor- 
ding to Hindu practice. In a railway journey, when 
opportunities of contact are of daily occurrence, the 
question of food and drink stíll divides the Hindu 
from the Muslim. In cities, in building a new house 
or taking an old one on .rent, a Hindu will more 
readily see the company of a Hindu neighbour. In 
fact in every walk of life, a Muslim is more welcome 
to a Muslim and a Hindu to a Hindu. 

In view of this conťlict of interest in the poli- 
tical, economic and sociál field, besides that of 
religion it is not- an easy- task to reconcile the 
interests of a Muslim to those of Hindu nationalism 
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which nmis nt' thc poííí;i\s,sion oř vsupjctuo ťoiuroí oí 
nll politicnl powcr oí liulia. PnutTtton of u‘Iu!uho 
laiuíunno and culttno is out <if tho quoKticm whoto 
a iniiiority can ha o.'u<ily c<mu’cí (cil ínti^ a pastíiantao 
niajoiity hy a toadjuaiinant o{ 8co)8'Mdtjť.i! íiont!oi,N. 

Undouhtaclly, (ha Mitslims in niniiuonaioiifv 
provinaas ata a taal minoiity and liava ni> tnhťt a!- 
(arnativa Init tc^ aaacpt Caapíia.ss a.sMHanaa'^ of ^ood- 
wtll řor (hair futura huť thay aia not hinind hv anv 
such ťonsidaration to laava tlioir tdrinnua pohnaid 
and aconoinia intarasts ii> ptovinaas udtata ília> .ua 
a majority, to (ha maiay ol a hostila Hindu m.Ofaiív 
at tha Cantra. 

The quastion is oltan aslcad, d Musíiin intai* 
asts are safa^uardad in thaii mimuity provmaa^ aud 
ara nlraady j>iotaatad in thaii inaionty piovnut *, hv 
(iu‘ír own pivpondciant nunuMia.d stianytíi. wío di' 
lhay not acaapt (ha land ol tha ('unytaN'* and lo 
idcnl ol a coinmon Indián nation.di{>rha aiaowt 
lo t his quasi ion raipiiias a laal uiulao tandmji ol 
whal‘is inaant hy indapauvlanaa. Whan a naímn 
aspíias íoi indapandanca, ir saalo- (o iuiva lull ptnvai 
to dacida all quastions afíaatinf’ llia muhii.nnav 
aativitias of a moilatn St.ita, it <loa^ mu 'UUjd\ 
want salf-8nvainniant as umlais(oí>d in a Imurvil 
sansc. iuit supiama contio! of all naticmal tnfam. f S 
tlia 8tata, inaliuliníl dafanaa. íoiai^n alíaí? , ínnuu*'. 
Communications, atr. 

Now It is a simpla aonchomn (haf u th^- 
Muslim Piovincas ramain patí íd a íunuc Imfius 
National Stata. thay wtjl unUonluadly a 
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limited kind of provincial autonomy biit the finál 
voice in the army, navy, air force and other impor- 
tant centra! subjects will be held by a Central 
Cabinct rcsponsiblc to a Central Legislature which 
will bc dominated by a Hindu Majority. Unless the 
Muslims are assured of some speciál advantages 
which they will obtain if they remain content with 
limited provincial autonomj^ in their majority 
provinces, therc is no other consíderation which can 
persuade or compel them to accept the majority rule 
at the centre. 

In fact, the Muslims are convinced that by 
forming part of a single compositc nation in India, 
they will be loscrs all round and will finally sink 
to the position of a helpless minority which will be 
shorn of all finál power in the supreme exceutive 
affairs of the Centre- It is for the Congress to 
convince the Muslims how they are going to benefit 
by Hindu domination at the Centre. 

The arguments so far advanced against the 
proposed scheme of separation háve been unconvinc- 
ing. It is said that the proposed Muslim States in 
the North-West and North-East will be eut off 
from one another by Hindu India and will be in 
permanent danger of opposition from the latter due 
to its iminense power in men and resources. Se- 
condly, the Muslim States will not be in a position 
to find money to defend their frontiers and will 
break down under military pressure from the 
Frontier tribes or countries beyond the Frontier. 
Thirdly, the Muslim States will not be able to 
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dcvelop themselves industrially ns Hindu canital 
wiil not find an časy access in thcm. Finally tho 
non-Muslim minarities will bc source ot constmt 
troubíc to Muslim States and wjli cver be on tho 
look out for a favourable opportunity to scceJo 
from thein. 

I reply these araumcnls ono by nne. to 
the first tliat tbe Muslim States will Iv lu‘iple^^ 
against Hindu India which will ísolatc rhem tiom 
cach other, the simpH rcpiy is thai mcrc ruunlvrř 
do not count in the dcfcnce oť a moJcíu Star*'. 
The fatc. of China with its tecmín^ popularion o; 
400 millions is a cloar instance in pomt. So tar av 
military traditions jío. Mtjslim ajon'^ pniíienluly úw 
provinces of the Norch-West. ato fa: stroiuicn th.m 
Hindu India. Tiiís faet i.s cviu avl"Ufted 
Mr, Gandhi. who says in a reccnr aiiscíe in tíu- 
"Hnrijan" riint lí the Btui.‘-h ieave India tr^-du, 
the Punjahis and Guikhas will oveutjn the ťM>us{r\, 
Besides the Muslim Siafc.< wtíí oncot nUf* a ]u ;m n 
nent alliance with other Mu.shm countrte^í í .Si<jřÍ!' 
Western Asia and wdi thu^'pre.svu ve th<' 
oí power cvenly iuUween Hsndu ítuita ;uhI Mm lun 
States. 

The second atiítmienr that tnu po p • <-.Í 
Mu.slim biates will be ťinanttaliv p'V p 
rhetr frontieí.< is^noio'' títe saet tl-.af tí*>e 
West Fíontioí wsll I*’---’ aíl imjvutarire 
Muslim State m estarh-ln-d ;n tho 
The tribesmun and tp.e pť.tplu bv^ {'.d tíw v'''i 
West Fíuntiet are ali Mu'h*ín.‘ 1 ire'. uaU i-'v 'U 



FEDERATION OR SEPARATION 11 

reliííious and political fcrvour tor Jehad against 
non-Muslims, oncc they řind that they háve to 
rcckon witli thcir brothers in Islám. If the frontier 
betwccn Afghánistán and Pcrsia or that betwecn 
Pcr&ia and Turkcy can be easily dcfendcd by com- 
pararivcly smáli nrmics, tberc is no reason why the 
samc should not be possiblc in čase of the frontiers 
bctwccn Afghánistán and Muslim North-West. 

Again the rcsourccs of the new Muslim State 
in men and money will he far stronger than those 
of Afghánistán or independent tribes beyond the 
Frontier Province and hence it will experience no 
great difficulty in kcepiug peace and order on its 
side of the frontier. 

The third argument that the Muslim States 
will acquire Capital from Hindu India to be develop- 
ed industrially is entiiely wrong. A modem coun- 
try, which can maintain peace and order within 
its bounds and can guarantec payment of debt, can 
invite Capital from foreign countries. The example 
of Turkey can be easily foliowed. If the State 
Government in Turkey can patronise and finance 
Industries with the help of foreign Capital, the 
Muslim States in India can adopt similar methods. 

' The Muslims do not want that they should 
lose the major share of profits in business by leav- 
ing all initiative and control in industrial develop- 
ment to Hindu capitalists of Hindu India. They 
will rather prefer that the State should organise and 
promote Industries and find work for the large' 
number of workless people in cities and villages. 
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The fourth argument that thc non*MusIim 
minorities will be a source of constant danger to thc 
stability of Muslim States will lose all importancc in 
facc of the preponderance of Muslim voice ín thc 
Government. Both in thcNorth-Wcstand thcNórth 
East, with adjustments in fronticrs, thc proportion 
ot the Muslim population wíll bc raiscd to 80 per 
cent and the minorities will bc' reduced to 20 per 
cent. These minorities wííí be gíven fulí protectinn 
in regard to their religion, languagc and culturc likc 
the Muslim minorities in Hindu india, and will no 
longer cause unnecessary annoynncc to Muslim 
governments for fcar of provoking Muslim minori¬ 
ties ín Hindu India to similar action. 

As a matter of fact thc existence of minorities 
both in Hindu India and Muslim States will mnke 
it possible for them to adopt a cnmmon line of 
action and to restorc confidence nmong thc minorí- 
tics which will thus bc finally rcconcilcd to títoir 
lot. 



2 . What is Pákistán 


It is commonly misundcrstood that Pákistán 
scheme was originated by Mr. Jínnah and that the 
idea was not entertained till the Viceroy had an- 
nounccd the scheme for the expansion of his 
Executive Council. The Pákistán idea was first 
conceived by Sayed Jamalud Din Afghani, an old 
Muslim patriot of woildfame. Subsequently, it 
owed inspiration to latě Sir Mohammad Iqbal 
who in his Presidential Address to the All-India 
Muslim League in 1930 proposed the amalgamatíon 
of the North-Western Muslim Provinces into a 
single State. Thereafter the idea was given a 
definite shape by a highly cultured Punjabi, Ch. 
Rahmat Ali who is popularly known to háve coined 
the word Pákistán to denote the North-Western 
Muslim part of India. The choice of the word 
should not be considered provocative as it is merely 
an artificial contrivance to express a common name 
for the five units which make up Pákistán. The 
letter P stands for the Punjab, A for the Afghan 
Province which is otherwise called N. W. F. 
Province, K represents Kashmir, S symbolises 
Sind and the last three letters TAN signify Baluchis- 
tan. The word Pákistán in Urdu is made up of 7 
letters as against 8 in English ; hence the confusion 
for leaving letter I unrepresented. Those who 
object to the word Pákistán as being repugnant to 
their ears, and ťeel that it implies Muslim Raj ou 



14 


PÁKISTÁN 


and out, may use some other appropriate word in 
its plače such as Industan or Sindhistan niter rhc 
nanic of the ríver Indus in Enfílfsh or Sindh in 
Urdu, but they háve no ríght to fotce the maforíty 
communíty in Pákistán to discard the wotd in favour 
of a new onc at their díctatíon- The Muslim 
masses in the absence of a better woíd whirh 
can express the union of their řivc majority arén? 
cannot bc índuced to givc it up. The Muslims 
in Hindu India form nn importaní minority, atuí 
the word Hindustan is íícncralíy understenui to 
mcan the land oř Hindus; vet tirey háve never 
objccted to its use. The Sikhs and oílicr minoriíics 
in Pákistán should rest sntisíicd thnt their interesís 
will bc propcrly safc^uardcd in consuítation vitli 
them and they wiil not bc subjccted to laws nt 
íslamic Sharint. 

The Lnhoic Rcsolution of rhe League dot--; 
not spccířically mention the word Pákistán tirínfph 
tirerc is no .qnínsnyiníí the ínct tíiar it has ťurntsiu-d 
the reál basis for Pákistán rnoverncnt. Mr. Jnmah 
deserves ďcdií for j-ivinií a widor sc<>pe a.nd síyni;;* 
cancc to tlíc word Pákistán wlneh so far w.!. 
conřincd ro Muslim Norrh West- As irjteíprťietl 
by him. Pákistán now implies n schensc oť pohcusíl 
division of Indra whiťh nmts at tise s-‘p.ir.ifí>!fí 
the predomínent Muslim nreas irr rlu* North-V/t^f 
and North-Easr írom llie re^t of nrui ítcirm;- 

tees to minorities both in Mušlím asui Hiruiv, 
full protectirm ol theii polrtreakecofimnical cultv-t^í 

atu! reliť.íou.s tiídus on a reerpt^-cal Ir ;■ 

evidenr tlsar Pákistán t<h\i ha - Jevr-oí rJ uhJ>‘r d,-- 
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»;“řTSlrX" “mX‘“cÍS“" 

the sub-continent of India. 

Pákistán is no longer a -- 
of the Musliros. It grown into a 

iřfr pÍÍ:‘‘.' ■- 

movment among the Muslíms; 

1. T1..M..1™. j.» "i £ 

índthafth^ycannotlLe their identity 
themselves and that tney ^ge into the so 

under any . circumstanc^to, 

called ‘nationalism foreign 

to the best interest ^ religion and Society, 

tlS%TS£~i S. 

2. The Muslims ^^fi^^iř^hichSSfa 

as a major “„“^“provinces. There population 

majority m 4 out ot relegate 

strength of 90 mi 10 ^ minority. There is no 
them to the position ox ^ numerically so 

example m ^^igneď the role of a perma- 

strong háve ever been ^ g their sovereign righís 

rent minority and deniea 
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in proportion to tíieir population strcngth and 
cannot be deprivcd of their duc sl.arc of powcr on 
any ground. 

4. The Muslims rcalise that tlicy are nor a 
minority in the sensc as minorities are found in 
other countries. They are mainly conccntrntcd (n 
two distinct zones in the North-West and Noríh- 
East of India which are their homclands, and which 
represent two-thirds of their total population in 
India. 

5. The Muslims are awarc that India is n 
sub-contínent which is inhabited by onc fiřr{\ of 
the worlďs total population and that íts prcsenc 
political unity is soldy hcid by the British bayonoí. 
Division on the principic of sclTdetcrmmntion 
is the finál solution which appeals to their írna* 
gination. 

6. The Muslims recogníso that deinncracy 
of the Wc.‘:tern type is not .suitod to índusn 
conditions, that the majorirics and rninoritio-. m 
the sulvcontincnt oť India wiU aUvays be retlecteJ 
on the basis oť religion and that in a scheme 
United India thcrc will be the permatumt danf.er 
DÍ Hindus reinainjng in powcr at the centre :uul 
doing incalculabk harrn to their inrere'st> in Te^neial 

7. The Mushms háve leanrt trons fa t 
expenence that the Co^.Cre^s has doně niitiiím. 
so lar to win Muslim gooJ wíH and len, íecred:- 
bcen luying platn- (o diřrupt Minlirn 

atui t>* crush p^d;rícui aw.ikeninc .\uuuiC tl.-íf . 
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The adoption of Gandhian philosophy as a political 
crced by thc Coníírcss and its immediate resiilts 
such as Non-\’iolcnce. Wardah Schcme of Ediica- 
tion, Harijan uplifr, promotion oř Hindi languafíc, 
Muslim mass contacr camnaign etc. háve convinccd 
the Miislims tliat Congrcss is aiming a dcařrh blow 
at Muslim political thoiight and is working for 
the rcgencration and rcvival of the old Hindu 
civilisation and culturc. 

It is. cvidcnt from thc abovc that Muslims 
háve welcomed thc Pákistán movement not with 
thc object of suprcssing the political rights of non- 
Muslims living in Hindu Provinces nor of minori- 
tics living iindcr thcm, Their political’ dcmands are 
strictly limited by two main principlcs. (1). The 
Muslims claim sovereign rights over a part of India 
and not the wholc on the basis of their population 
strength as a nation of 90 millions (2) They are 
prepared to extend to minorities under them all 
such privileges as will bc allowed to Muslim 
minorities in Hindu provinces. 

Apart from the generál ideas underlying the 
Pákistán movement, the Muslims in the North¬ 
western zone háve been infkienced by man}’^ other 
factors justifying their claim for separation. Some 
of the arguments thať are often given in support 
of their čase are mentioned below 

(1). The people of Pákistán differ from thc 
rest of India in religion, race, and language, and 
possess all the necessary essentials which go to 
fonii a nation. Among themselves, thc Muslimi"- 
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Híndiis and Sikhs háve more in common thas) 
they háve with the pcoplc livíníí in the resr of 
India. In religion, the Sikhs and the Ar>.! 
Smajists háve more identical vicu-s on the uínty 
oř God and bclicf in a revenled icligion ihan 
with the Hindu.s clsewhcre. By rnce. the people 
belong to the same Aryan .ctock wlníc Urdu with 
its Persian seript is treatod n.s the couit !ani;u;ií;e 
throughoiit this arén. Untonchabiiny. the ťa>te 
systém, nnisic bcřorc ťne mosque aiui ť<.w pto- 
tection do not present sueli ílíířicuit pii-Mem as 
in the rest of India. 

(2) The Muslim.s and Sikh.v* will í’C tjutre 

hclplcss minorirics in a biggei India whese tlu sí 
interests will not be propcily ínU ginud* d at 
the centre on accíuinr of the piopondeianť.* 
Míndu inřltienec. ín Pakí>(an, howi ver. tiiere 
wdl he no danger liiar the Mmlnt!*.' o-í Sihh*- 
wíil lose thotr cultnro as thoy háve liveil {'\r.>‘th<-i 
for cenrune.s and undor-stantl eacit v)thefV view 
point. iMore<u'ei. thcír eccníjnoc .ha’, e 

bccome 50 much nneT-ucpendent, flust iiu> 

íídnk cd doing harm to each t»íher. 

(3) Pákistán has alway.s níajntaíffeil íí M-p.u.ií.' 

posirion řioin tiie tor ot Iiuha jn ilu- í a.rt, l uriUi. 
the Hindu peruti, it was navet '^uhtcvtíU -• 

Hmdn empiie i'»ey<.nd its ío-r,!s,U' ( hiuhu eduína. ;-' 
gupra, it totnicd part í^í ius tf:.|íO- 0 >í a- d-.íTí 
pein^vi, buř rir<* tiop-ta aiui He:.d;a >-ín| uer. n* v,: 
exíendťd br,’,nud tiie juniua- hutir.C the Ibstpu 
peřtini. lí n’.i> eoveíued by n- k'a n Íí-U” I í, .>f 
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Muslim kinjls, Pákistán maintained its distinct 
position as tho mainstay of their power and was 
marked ouť. from thc rest of India beyond the 
Jumna, which was called Hindustan, Prior to its 
conquest by thc British, Pákistán had regáined its 
separate identity first under thc Afghans and after- 
wards under the Sikhs. India as it exists at present 
is a British creation and never existed in the past 
with its present bounds and limit. 

(4) Pákistán is a natural region oceupying 
thc basin of the Indus and its tributaries which 
flow in a dircction opposite to those of the rest 
of India. It has a separate drainagc systém. 

(5) Its climate and geographical conditions 
háve given thc peoplc distinct characteristics of 
their own. The people differ from those in the 
rest of India in physical features. complexion 
dress, mode of living and sociál customs. 

(6) It has a separate railway systém known 
as the North Western Railway, which has its 
branches spread all over. The entire volume of its 
foreign trade, both imports and exports, passes 
through Karachi which is connected with all the 
important towns by means of railways. In fact, 
Karachi is far more important for every town in 
Pákistán than a seaport in any other part of India 
can be. Without Karachi, Pákistán will not be able 
to maintain its economic independence. 

(7) The economic interests of Pákistán clash 
with the rest of India, Pákistán is mainly an 
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agncultiiral area which exporís corn, raw cotte^n. 
oil seeds. hide^ aad skíns and impnrrs manufricíiiro,! 
goods and machinery. Both in rcí^pect nt import- 
and exports Pákistán nuist háve f ir líreatct lelations 
with Europe than with tne rest nt India, PakistauV 
best customers will be ar least for snme nnic in 
Europc, froni whorii it wíll liavc tn bny in íetuin 
manufacctircd articlcs. A policy oí íreo rrade 
wíl! be in the interests nt Í>orh tiie consumer,''a-. 
Nvcil as producers, until snch tinic as 'P.ikisutti' 
starts its own Industries. 

Í3ut by remainíng patr oř* India. Paki.stan vmíÍ 
be at the merey oř the fací{'ry owner- ní Pionih-nv. 
AhmcJabad and C.nvnps>t.' who wíh iniiiienre tlí' 
Indián Government to adopt a poiiviv ni pt.fiiximt), 
which wiíí necv.<sitate the imp j^trion nt í-iorw 
taxos upnn import- and tii' ."ub-nhsíni'; <d thou 
concerns, The resuií oř tfii'; pohry wdi b-' th.u 
Pákistán wiU be forced to bny Inuiau wsthov.t 

heinc given any chuire nj it< ludit-tí rdi^-.v*: m 

whilo its peasanfr) wiii be staiveci ttu i\-n ísndne'’ 
ready maikers Cor tlm ^de ot it- taw uKO-nw?'. It r 
ít>! chí.s rea^o^ tínt Nh. ‘ 'aíverr ui h: b > 'h ,,fi 
AVealrh and Welfare’ eoinni ii lUiu ud ^ t; íh* 
part oí Paici^tan ro j nn a lÓNleratnat .o íU,- ť.-nít. 

(S) Pakl*-!.!}! i'' rhe lumiv oí tu uť.al o v 

can delend thesi líbeme* .u1.,hí'í -oo. i 'e .o 
mHptVsii.so ín no o-tíiei p.u^ -s h.d:', í‘ 
ii.idsíionr- ]day snus an unp 'U^ve.í pot to e 
peopie a --n-e nt nisite .Ool ’0' se- 

phv-icd stíesu::!*! .OíJ tn sií vel e no o,.-'r e' j 
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(9) Pákistán is big cnough to form a strong 
national State. It is twice the size of France and 
equal to Italy in population. It satisfies the neces- 
sary conditions for the growth of nationalism 
which rcqiiircs for its success a population neither 
too big nor too smáli sprcad over a sufficient 
area. The immensity of population and the vast- 
ness of area of a country is rather a weakness than 
a sourcc of strength. as the example of China shows, 

(10) Pákistán possesses enough resources 
in land, forests and mineš which when developed 
will provide subsistencc for double or treble its 
present population. In other parts of India the 
population has reached the limits of congestion 
which can only be relieved through emigration, but 
Pákistán is free from such dangers. It is however. 
jealous of safeguarding its lands against forced 
immigration from the rest of India, which may be 
resorted to if it forms part of India. 

(11) By securing complete independence the 
■people of Pákistán will háve full control over what 
are called the vital organs of a modem State i.e., the 
army, the navy, foreign relations, trade and com- 
merce posts and telegraphs, Communications, customs 
and taxation. 

(12) An independent Pákistán will win over 
the Frontier tribes by economic concessions and con- 
ciliatory measures and will further hold friendly 
relations with’Afghánistán and other States of S-W. 
Asia. This will obviate the necessity of keeping a 
very big army on the Frontier and will savé the 
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enormous militarycxpcnditurc as incurrod at proscnr. 
If Afghánistán and Persia or again Pcrsia and Turkcy 
can afford to havc smáli armics to dcfcnd thctr 
fronders. therc is no rcason why Pákistán shouid K' 
rcquired to keep a vcry largo army w dcřond 
frontiers. 

(13) With thc crcarion of Pákistán ns an ín- 
d('pcndcnt State, revenucs from custoins and incoinc* 
tax, which at prescnt go into thc Connai Trcn.'‘ury. 
will bc addcd to Pakistans incomc. These tu't> 
sourcos will bc suřficicnt to mcot cxpcndituie on 
dcfcncc and to back up thc deficit provinces i.e. 
thc Fronticr Province and Baluchistnn- 



3. Right to Seli-Determination 

Times out of number it bas been declarcd by 
the Muslim Leaguc that the Muslims are not a 
minority in India in the sense in which smáli 
minorities exist in somc other independent States. 
In Europe, prior to the present war, the minority 
problém had been practically settled, and a formula 
devised aftcr the last Grcat War which recognised 
a clear distinction between a minority as a nation, 
entitled to full sovereign rights of an independent 
State, and a minority as a sub-national group which 
was to be granted safeguards for the proteccion of 
its religion, language and culture. The main 
idea undcrlying this formula was that a minority 
which oceupies a compact part of territory with 
well-defined limits. and caii bc converted into a reál 
and effective majority by a reasonable adjustment 
of geographical frontiers, should be conceded the 
rights of an independent national State. 

The minority problém then existed in a very 
acute form in the Duál Monarchy of Austria-Hun- 
gary, in European Russia and the Turkish Empire. 
The Statesmen of Europe who were responsible. 
for the post-war settlement met in a séries of con- 
ferences and drew up an elaboráte proceduře to 
define and clarify the complexity of the issue on 
the minority question. 

A dozen new States were brought into exis¬ 
tence, some of which were even too weak to 
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defend themselvcs and wcrc notscparatcd írom 
other States by historical or cfřectivc jjcojíraphicai 
frontíers. On the ruins of Austría-Huniíary] the new 
States of Caecho-SIovakin, Austria. and Huntínry 
were created while Rumania and Serbia wcrc cn* 
larged by the addítíon of terríforics inhabiíct] by 
thcír own kinsmen. A chain of fivc new States 
was formed on the western border of European 
Russia which practícnlly eut off the Inttcr ímm 
access to the West. both by sea and inrui. TÍut 
S tates oř Finland. Esthonia, Lntvia. Litluianin and 
Poland oceupied the entírc western bf>rdi'rs oí 
Russia with the cxccption of n smáli part of rhe 
subcoast round Leningrad. The ímportanr sea- 
ports of Riga and Hclsingfors nassed out of RuvŇ<ian 
hnnds. 

The Boíshcviks. who had then cť>me inro 
povver in C::arist Russia, shov/cd grcat mar.muhmttv 
of .spirit by rocognising alí the new aru! 

•^ranrccing thetr indepcndcnce. U was cmiy when ic 
became apparent that Gcrninny was scereíly ríiíK'pí-' 
ring to get a foothold in Pdnland atul to laiHuh a 
possible attnck on Russia froin the chat rhi* 

Boíshcviks were forced to declare w.í; f'n Fns- 
land. Even then tire public opniion ot the wori í 
íound no jisstificacíon in dte HoMu''-.:'!; pLa t c' 
invasion and condemneJ ťuctn n:- aí:{:rer‘:>ís 

í do nor wanc to enter herc inío rh,.- docio-- 
w}u'tí'.er the Eur^pean stat.vtnen affet rlc' l.:'r 
Í.jícac W.ar were jcortíied m crearisv.! a íiurcb-r ■ 
stew 5ratť< w!th>ior etvine tinam pr-Oeeti >0 eť-oc.-t 
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thcir powerful neighbouring States of Germany and 
Russia. Thosc who think that the splitting iip of 
Central Europc gavc Germany a free hand to inter- 
fere in its intcrnal affairs, ignore tbc essential fact 
that the risc of Germany under Hitler is an abnor- 
mal factor in the History of the world. 

The principle of sclf*dctermination which was 
expcctcd to liberate a do-en national minorities, 
together numbering over 80 millions, could not be 
withheld simply bccause the liberated States were 
too week to stand on thcir legs and could not defend 
themselves against thcir powerful neighbours. If 
this point is carried to its logical conclusion then 
no weak State deserves to retain its independence. 
Physically, it is possible that it will be forcibly 
annexed by its stronger ncighbour, but this will not 
be considered a permanent solution of the difficLilt5% 
and sooner or later, when the aggressor statě is in- 
volved in trouble eitber through external war or 
inte.rnal revolution, the peoplc of the annexed State 
will seek the first opportunity to rise in arms and 
declare their independence. 

We all admit that France w i t h her 
population half that of Germany will never be 
able to defend herself from German aggression 
without the help of powerful allies. The present 
war has fully proved this. But that does not imply 
that France has forfeited her right to independent 
existence. 

Some people suggest that weak States should 
combine to form federations íor common defence, 
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but herc too the}^ ignorc thc fact that it is ngain 
possibic that somc fcdcrations mny grovv far 
stronger than thcir ncighbouring States or cven 
federations and thus constitiitc a dangcr for the 
lattcr. 

Imaginc řor cxampic thc Muslim States M 
Tiirkcy, Iraq. Irán and Afghánistán formíng a fede- 
ratíon for thc sole purpose of cíefence. Can h be 
said with certainty that these four States, even 
when combíned. can facc succcssfuíly a united and 
strong Russia iindcra dictatoiial regime ? Federation 
or no federation, whcncvcr there is an abnntmai 
factor in thc world history and somc n'.nu)}i$ fjow 
aggrcssivc and imperialist. rhey nic hound to corne 
into confhct with other stare.s. The only sateguard 
tor thc peacc and tranquility of the woiíd h. to 
rceognise the right of cvery nntion for selíolatťí mi* 
nation, Oncc tiiis principic is franirly eonťeu'**d ntul 
is applicd to thcenslaved pec^pícs ali uver tií.' v. otld. 
rhcrc will bc an end of all wnrs. in^pne-i l'y a Je-ne 
tor ennquest or expansinn. 

The Atlantic Cluirtcr gtiarantee^ rhc tnrhi ff 
European and Ameiiean States ítír EnJapaadauf 
existence, but it ii is amendeJ atjíl teplacv.l bv a 
Pacific charter wlueh shf^uld recognnv tlu- tíebt ni 
cvery nation in Assa to tletatrnuu* u-. ovoi t*!!-!!-.-. 
much iliwii] and inísíru<i whteh ar orc -íit id*- * 
Whíte irom the Bla.ck will d{'^aprs‘.tt li A-'./. 1 

Africa, tlie two c<uitivcnt> whsch at 
d.vmin.ited by Í!';pcíndnr Pov. et-. are b' '.o-í. a 
tri>m their Vidte, íhe world v.'dl í-.* .‘■•.are t -í | 
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Unfortunatcly, thc Congrcss nationalists of 
India, who are impcrialists to thc core in their poli- 
tical notions do not concede thc principle of self- 
determination to a nation of 90 millions that acci- 
dcntally happens to bc a minority in a siib-contínent 
which in thc past knew no political unity and which 
was řor thc first time forcibly United at thc 
point of thc British bayonct. There is no example 
in thc worid wherc a community as big as thc 
entire population of Germany has ev''er been content 
with thc status of a minority. There is further no 
example wherc a minority has such fundamental 
diffcrences witlí thc majority as thc Muslims of 
India háve with thc Hindus- 

The Portuguesc and the Spaniards, the Dutch 
and thc Belgians, the Swedes and the Norwegians 
háve lived together respectively under united king- 
doms in the past; their eountries are separated ■ by 
no reál gcographical frontíers and form a natural 
wholc; the people are allied by religion, race and 
common out-look on life. Yet he will be a mere 
dreamer who can predict a united State for the 
Portuguesc and Spaniards in the Iberian Peninsula, 
for the Dutch and the Belgians in the Netherlands 
and for the Swedes and Norwegians in Scandenavia. 

The Muslims of India now form more than 
one-fourth of the total population of 360 millions, 
but even if they were a minority of 3 millions in 
the total population and that minority had been 
concentrated in one compact part of India, say Sind, 
no excuse would háve been considered sufficient to 
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deprive them of tho right to independent existence, 
had they so desired. 

Fortunately for the Musliins, they are cfřective 
majorities in tvvo distinct parts of India in the 
North-West and North*East. If thcrc is any region 
in che vast sub-continent of india, which srands our 
prominent as a separate part oř India in vieu* of Ír.< 
natural frontiers, drainagc sysrcm racíal and re- 
ligions aftinitics of the pcoplc. it i? the Indtis Basin 
Region. 

It ís fertiliscd by the river Indus and its five 
rributarics and is bounded on rhe .sonrh by the 
deserts of Rajpiitana and on the east hy the Jumna 
river. It has a separate raihvay systém knnu*n as 
the North-Western Raihvay wliicii coniuTt'; aíí 
importanc rowns wich its cxciu.sive .<^eaport of Knra- 
clii. The prohlcms concerning its irrígathMii ‘^vsrem. 
dcvelopmcnc of roads and radu-ays. encomag.nnent 
of agricuUurc and indu.sríy. deťence str.iter.ic 
frontiers and promotion of trade with counrne^' of 
rhe íMiddlc Kn.sc and many more are such th:u it i’, 
no concorn of the people oř ri\e r«‘St í>i India ta. 
interfere wich rhom. Iť the Congres'; iíieahsr^ car', 
work to SCO chc wholc of Ííídin gíow iru.' a 'incí.- 
natirrnal State, tt is stili more pracrdcahlc and c.>und 
co ,see íi rrnly humogeneou> and e.-mr-u.r pari .e 
India grow ínto a <trong nationaí Smte, 

í! the Bahlievicks .-.I isas''ia cuuiJ gu.nanvc 
rhe independent existence ťtv^• fUi riw 

ivesterti side fsi Kniopean íht^rra anu pe.-;.! - ..nl 
ecanomica! and tTratecical udvanrag.*- vd’.ah íh'* 
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incorporation of these States into Russia could 
secure them, what prevents the- Congress 
nationalists from recognising the justice o f 
the Muslim claims ? The timc is bound to come 
when the force of reason will háve its way and an 
independent Muslim India will be a settled fact. 



4. The Issue of Independence 

The Hindus say that the demand řor í\'tk!?tau 
will delay the independence of India indrťinif.dy 
and that unlcss the Mtislimíi fíivc it up un- 
conditionally, tiicro is no hope tor the penple 
of India to attain the status of nn independent nation. 
The Miislims on the ether hanu say wíth cqtsií 
cmphasis that they ennnor he a paity to the inde¬ 
pendence of ConiJrcssconceptíon as it iíuplies nu'udv 
a chaniíc of masters and will ruH only ieatl ti> a sut- 
ther ti)jhtcninfí oř their bonds of sinvety hnr wdí 
hrínjí Hindu íntorcsts ínto open conflict udth 
of Muslims in India as well a'^ heyorul India, k i*: 
evidenr řrom the olndi.jusiy toníiietnpi viev/.-- íd tíu- 
í wo communities that there is reni e niítnintt u- 
the ultiínntc aím of indeperuhutce- 

Bcfore ^oinp. into detad.^;. let trs detstn ftr ; 
what ss meanr !ye índi.iV nid»'peniferu'ě. nuí- f-en 
intcrpietat ions háve heen piveit to sne v. <.s.i hv p í';' 
rical ‘U Cítíonusnal «tríPni{í.at£on.'; ;ií huha fhi i- íde;. 
irt a Ftec Ituisa is tdten Ueísnrd i-,- nu- e-ed -a 
Muslim huha, Tr.e CíUjyr.u'. v, hs- lr H.unt' r 
r.‘p£eseíU Indra a.-^ a whnK- 1 u.t v. híeii ui uwi U- 
suu erury with it tiu* v:r’t nmií-urts t i fr‘.'di:u; Ma-h;; 
and Kupe --erci'.-!n- Msuthu- .um' nruí-i-uu--. r 

artually .^plit trp euí ths*'que-tam sni > re o r- 

t.uUťrni' 0 '- Thi- L-'íí; t' • títv.- t>u ;n,Í. p'-*-' 
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Rightists. The former aim at the establishment of 
a futare Goveinment on Soviet lineš where emphasis 
will be laid on a class war between the upper and 
lower orders of the Indián society. Their views do 
noťcommand the support of the generál body -of 
Congress men and so we leave them out of account. 
The Rightists dominate the Congress at present and 
represent its reál opinion. They believe in complete 
independence with a constitufcion based on the 
Capitalist Democratic System of the West. They 
claim full control for India over all its internal and 
external affairs, severance of all connectíons 
with the British Empire and Indianisation of all 
Services including the Army, the Navy and the Air 
Force They want to see an Indián Army manned 
by Indián officers defending the land frontiers and 
and Indián Navy under Indián s^eamen patrolling 
the Indián Oceán. They will like to háve a Central 
Legislature, elected on adult franchise vested with 
supreme political power. They will apply the de- 
mocratic principle of deciding all questions by a 
majority vote in the Centre as well as in the 
Provinces. 

The Muslims, they profess, will be provided 
with safeguards for the protection of their religion, 
language and culture, but for all political and econo- 
mic questions, they will be considered as part and 
parcel of the Indián nation and hence will not be 
entitled to claim speciál representation of their in- 
terests. The principle of communal representation 
in legislatures and Services as well as the 
Communal Award, as actually in force at present. 
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\yill be acceptcd as a temporary mcnsurc for .•! 
limited period. Ultimately. thc various comnuui;* 
ties o£ India will bc wcldcd into a stnpje cohert'n’ 
nation wherc all problems will bc considcred řrú;r. 
tbe Indián point of vicw and Hindus and Mu>nrrí- 
as such wiil lose all importancc. 

Let US scc hovv this scíícmo of Conílrci-*- tb’- 
mocracy as \isualiscd by thc Rii'‘hcisr^ will appiy 
India in actual practicc, Under thc .\v.stcm td auulr 
franchiso ali communítícs wdl bc represented i'. 
Provincíal and Central Lcgislnturc.s on íÍ5C «*; 

riícir population. Tlíc Hindus wdl cominand 70 
thc votirijí strcnjíth at thc Ccnttennd wiíl outnuníí'‘'r 
thc Muslini.s by throc to onc nr cven nioic. The 
Army, thc Navy, and thc Air Forcc wtll bc ninnnc í 
by ali thc communítiv.s bur rlio Htndu clcíncut wdl 
pjcpondcintc. The Muslinw and Sddi:-^ ni Tne 
Wc.sr will lo.-íc fhcir procent prívtísutcd po-íftoti t*. 
thc army. Thcy supply ar prořcnt nn-rc than 
thc reeruits to řhc ftuínm at tny. hut unifiU tfieCd-n;- 
re.ss .‘íchotne oí fndn. theír tjUin.i tvdl b‘ ,* 

I lOth of thc whoh* ot luW'’. 'řhc wdl ' 

its inthicnec tinourji C'ctirt.d Le^irdarorc íocoí'- 
rrol ali deťencc ^crvlcc^ a- wcU as tn c\eíťs e .* v hc '• 
on ihovincial LcsCisluure Fntatiec, t 
cartons, Cusionw. Poiť^ and Tclcpr.ii h- and I 
Aifairs, betne all Central Snlu'-:!.. wdl hc ci.- ; .nw 
by tlie majority votc ot thc <'carr.d L-. .‘ío o.oc 
and as the Hindu ek‘fiu':u y.vdi bc prep' r r 

ílu* lacícr,' o by '-hcct wcsfhr of mimh o dv ^ Ho-. 
intlucnce tvd! pt«'íoínmat-* íu cli i'<-u"íH • 

nviue • t djíiiiiet vod aío*'' 'C. nto! ' ; ^ 
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questions affecting thc minorities, but their voice 
will be suppressed on the plea that communal con- 
siderations cannot be given to questions affecting 
India as a whole- A few instances are mentioned 

Také Foreign Affairs first. Independence 
based on an appeal to nationalism has the tendcnc}’- 
to transgress its proper limits and encroach upon the 
rights of neighbours. No modem State can be free 
from this charge if ife is strong enough to risk 
interference in the affairs of others. England and 
France, háve so far been the best examples of Demo- 
cratic States. But their progress and prosperity 
were directly the result of their expansíon 
beyond their own tcrritorial limits and of their 
exploibation of colonies and dependencies.In their 
foreign affairs, these States háve always been guided 
by their own narrow Imperiál interests. Englanďs 
conquest of India, and Africa may be indefensible 
from our point of view or cven on moral grounds, 
but the Englishman will always ‘find arguments to 
defend Brifcish Imperialism. Weak States are always 
endangered when a strong and powerful State 
comes into being in the neighbourhood. The rise 
of England and Frace was responsible for the 
destruction of the liberties of a number of States in 
Asia and ‘ Africa. The rise of Russia in the ,18th 
century was followed by its gradual absorption of 
the Muslim States of Central Asia and the States 
on its Western border. In league with Germany 
and- Austria.Russia was responsible for the 
dismemberment of the historie kingdom of Poland. 

In face of these plain historical facts there can 
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be no doubt that thc rise of India a*; an 
national State wiil brin{í it into conťlicc vvítli n. 
weak nciiíhbours. An admircr of conCre,^ tdeoivi/.. 
a Hindu Profcssor of Lahoro. oncc ají^ertcJ in 
political articlcs contributcd by him to thc “Ch ani 
M.Gi’ and ihe “Tribune”, Lahnrc, thac thc roci 
boiindaric5 of Hindustan iay bcyond nuuler:! 
Afghánistán which u*as a part of india and tUňi li 
this coLintry had becn conqucrcd by tfic Brifish. u 
vvoukl háve sccurcd tiic íiuhan fronricr í.ncc tor .li! 
from thc dangcr oť immedinte inva-^iAn. V.‘ho c-in 
doubt if Congress wcre toassumc ťtdí p duse i 
power in an independent Indí.i oí fíic tutnn*. 
liDw jnnny more sud) profc.s^ojs wjjJ jj>c fhcj; pan 
to justify índias cxpansion b.-yond íi^u- prezent 
íronticís ? 

Besídes cxpnnsion. fwt' orlic? tnip.Kínnr 
qucsiions which íolhuv trtuTi tin* eíf\hh‘4iř?’'’ní ft 
a modem national State aie. c«)h»nt^arK>r5 ,md r ■ oo 
s,>?on oř roriMgn rn.irh.U'. The tiíc íTench, 

and nímosc alí othci Huropean tiatnin^ tci.nt n* -ho- 
these vjucstions by conipiernn*. oriset c«Htru?.-' 
ouí'.!d“ Keropť at) Í by exrloiníu’ thcif ra * s". ■' 
Tile partiCMn o,i Aírica v/a artin- í cf v-r;. t’’ • 
í.i'vs.5bic oby-ct ot Ioa ni-áain.'*; n‘v,' ii en l.o I m i 
ni irkets tor ír ? í • t ) riic rn nit ‘r « -tnttv. 

France, Bcignnn naJ ibcfuC.d >dl yo -il 
r/n:ire.> in tis*’ baaív, liwn>ane ani b. b 
latě on tíu- .-cciic a:ul ho I bettab >4. "ihn , *>i ' t * 
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tendencies. Russia possessed immense resources in 
European territories, which are sufficient- to feed 
double its present population, and yet this could 
not prevent the Russians from expanding eastwards 
and taking possession of Siberia and Turkistan. 

India’s population is rapidly increasing ; in 
some provinces it has reached the stage of conges- 
tion. Inter-migration from one province to another 
is already proving a source of trouble. Bengál is a 
congested area and the people want to migrate to 
parts of Assam which are still sparsely populated. 
The first act that the Congress ministry did in 
Assam on its assumption of power was-to impose 
restrictions upon Muslim settlers from Bengál and 
from Sylhet and Goalpara Districts of Assam in 
order to stbp their migration into the interior, 

The Muslim areas in the North-West are at 
present sparsely populated. There is further scope 
for the developmenb of cultivation in Kashmir, 
pares oř the Punjab and Sind, but the Hindu areas 
immediately adjoining are not in a position to pro- 
vide enough food for their present population, The 
U.P., with an area smaller than that of the Punjab, 
has double its population, while Rajputana cán 
never be developed to provide for its surplus popu¬ 
lation in view of the barrenness of its soil and the 
scarcity of water. Both these areas are a danger to 
the solidarity of the Muslim population in the 
Punjab and Sind. Even now large numbers of people 
are found in almost every town of the^ Punjab who 
háve migrated from U.P. and adopted shoe-making. 
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menial Service or factory work as their profcssion. 
Recently. there has been a tendency among Hindu 
factory owners, to recruit labour from thc U.P and 
thereby increase the Hindu element among tiie 
• workers. 

In a scheme of united India tindcr Congrcss 
hegemony, inter-provincial migration will bc a 
centra! subiect and so the Muslims will havc no 
voice to prevent Hindu immigrants from thc U.P- 
or Rajputana from setling in their midst or acquirinc 
lands in uninhabited parts. This qucstion may nor 
assume importance now when all attcntíon is tiirncd 
on the question of independencc, but it will one 
day claim priority ovcr all othcr qucstions pending 
for solution betwecn Hindus and Muslims. 

How important thc qucstion of inmiígratíon 
to a country is. can bc judgcd from the strninal 
relations rhat arosc rcccnrly bctwcen India and 
Ccylon, and India and Burma on rhis point. The 
Ceylon and Burma Governmcnts wniued ro itnpose 
re.^ítricríons upon all future imniígrnfion. The Indián 
labourer had comc into compctirion with the nnriv<* 
of the sod in liurmn and Ceylon. It was íeatcd bv 
thc Burmese and Ccylonese rhat if Indián scrrle:^ 
continued to cnter their counrries unchecketl, ílun* 
would supplant the nntives onc tlay and pre«i'nf 
new and complicated prohlems fc>r .'.oluuon. 

The Indián labour has in tiie past flooaVíl tlie 
markets in many othcr countnes. The M.dae 
i^eninsula. íkttisii East Aírica, Sottth Atsica and 
m.iny i>danJs of the Indián Oceán háve lur.e rnmíbcí' 
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of Indián settlers. The Malay Peninsula was ori- 
ginally a Muslim cóuntry. with a Muslim preponde- 
rance of over 90% in populatioii but since the free 
immigration of the Hindu labourer from Southern 
India and the Chinese settler, the country has been 
converted into a non-Muslim area where the 
proportion of Muslims has been reduced to one- 
third. A similar fate will befall the Muslim islands 
of Mauritius and Zanzibar if the flow of Indián 
labour is not checked in time. 

India has in ks neighbourhood vast areas 
inhabited by Muslims, In the north-west, lies the 
belt of Muslim States comprising Afghánistán, Irán, 
Iraq, Turkey and Saudi Arabia. North of India 
beyond Kashmir lies Chinese Turkistan, which is 
purely a Muslim country. In the south-east, lie 
the Malay Peninsula and the islands of Malay 
Archipelago. Sumatra and Borneo, are two large 
islands with a combined area' thtee times bigger 
than the Punjab and a total population of less than 
one-third of the Punjab. These islands may furnish 
a good homeland to the Indián settler, 

Away to the west of India, beyond the Indián 
Oceán lies Africa. Here originally the Arab 
dominated trade and commercej but now, besides 
the European. the Indián has come to compete with 
him and has practically ousted him from the 
benefits of trade. Indián colonies háve been set 
up all along the coast and it is quite possible to 
believe that these colonial settlements will provide 
grounds for conflict with the interests of the natives 
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in these parts, once India ís strong cnough to 
pursue a policy of colonisation’abroad. Now all 
these questions, whcther conccrning foreign 
relations wíth Muslim coiintries or conccrning 
emigration of Indians to the Muslim islands of East 
Indies or Muslim parts of Africa, will bring into 
conflict the interests of Hindus and Muslims in thc 
Central Legislature, but as the lattcr will bc in a 
minority, their voice will be legally ineffcctivc and 
hence be suppressed. 

There ís another danger to whích thc Muslims 
will bc exposed iť the Foreign Policy is conrrolícd 
by a Central Government domínafed by Híndvis. 
If China and Soviet Russía survive thc present 
war ancí they conťinuc to cxercise thcír sovcrcignry 
over their rcspcctivc territorics, it ís possiblc rhat 
a Frec India may enter into alliancc with these two 
countríes for a very scifish ohject. All these 
countnes rcckon among their inhahitants miilions 
of Muslims who oceupy compact areas. In Serviet 
Russia. Muslims form an overwhclming majority 
oř thc population in Turkistan and Ace:hia|.?n 
whiic in Cíiina Proper, thc Mushms form a 
majority in somc western Provinces whicli can 
together bc iinitcd to form nsiríglc State. With the 
awnkcning of political consciousne,'^s among the 
Turko-Tartars of Central Asia and Chrnose xMuslino 
oí Western China, it is quitc ten.^-onable to experr 
a dcmnnd for self-dotcrmination among them. 

When sucir a statě of affairs art^ť':. it v/dl h<* 
in the inrcrest oř ťne Government.*, of Indra. Chirra 
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and Soviet Ru5F:in to offcr a unítcd front on thc 
minority qucsrion and to use all their rcsourccs to 
siipprcss Muslim demand foi indcpcndcncc in any 
of thc parts of their big empires, In fact, the 
Indián Government of thc futurc will offcr thc 
stron.Ccst opposirion to thc demand of thc Mus- 
lims oř Centrel Asia for řull indcpcndcncc and 
will nevěr agree to sce a strong and powerful 
Muslim State oí 20 millions of pcoplc, as it will 
constiture in irs opinion a permanent mcnacc to 
the futurc of India. 

Undoubtedly, thc creation oř a new Muslim 
State comprising Russian and Chincsc parts of 
Turkistan will strengthen thc block of Muslim 
States in thc west of India, as together they will 
command allegiancc of 80 millions of Muslims in- 
cluding thc thrcc most virilc and warlike races 
of Islám, the Turks, thc Afghans and thc Arabs. 
If to this block is addcd the Muslim State of Pákis¬ 
tán, in the North-wcsc oř India with its Muslim 
population of 30 millions. it will magnify the Hindu 
fear into a permanent nightmare and probably this 
may be one of the reasons why the Hindu is oppos- 
ed to the idea of Pákistán. 

But it would be cqually suicidal for an Indián 
Muslim if, for the saké of appeasing thc Hindu and 
creating a united India wherc Hindus will be in 
permanent possessíon of supreme power. he should 
not merely forego his right of self-determination 
for 60 millions of Muslims who live in cwo disdnet 
regions of India, but should also agree, whether 
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willingly or under coercion, to scc thc Indián 
Government of the futurc unitcd with China and 
Russia in suppresing the claims of Muslim mino- 
rities in their empires for independcnce, 

The Muslim block of the States of Afghánis¬ 
tán, Irán, Iraq. and Turkey will lose all its political 
importance iť it is deprivcd of thc additional 
strength that it may gain from thc crcation of thc 
Muslim States of Turkistan, Western China and 
Pákistán. The very existence of thc present Mu>-* 
lim States will be threatened iř thc thrcc Imperiál 
Governments of thc future, India, China and Russia, 
unitě in the pursuit of a common policy townrds 
their Muslim subjects and the ncighbouring Muslim 
States. Circumsranccs may cven arisc which may 
forcc India and Russia to dismember these Muslim 
States and divide chem between themselves. Jn 
such a atatc of nřfairs, India may claim Afghánistán, 
whílc Turkey, Iraq and Irán may bv: eunsideted 
Russian spheros of influencc. 

It may be consídered utopinn on my pntt to 
lay cmphasis upon fears whicii do nor exist at ptc- 
sent. The Congress nntionalists may try to 
such fears by rhcir Itigh political moral.s wiiich rhey 
claim to háve introduced in ludnds public íiic. 
Mahatma Gandhi s exaniple may be qu<'*rcd as íhar 
of a patriotíc Indián who iixt ptditic.d ambic 
beyond the aicainment oí independcnce. and who 
wili never resort tv) forcc ío seeute vIccÍsíouí' in iiC' 
favour. 

I do no heheve that tíiere is any orliet Huiau 
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who has donc more to undctminc Muslim solidarit}' 
in India or to advanco Hindu interests rhan Mahat- 
ma Gandhi. But ííranrcd foi the sakc of argument, 
that Con}!ress nationalism under his Icndership is 
the most ideál in torm. what guarantec is there that 
it will continuc to remain so in future ? 

The national movement in every country at 
the start hases its appeal upon the justice of its 
cause and finds among its Icaders a host of selfless 
workers. Modem Italy, when in the making in the 
19th century. appeared to be the most harmless 
State wliich aimed at nothing but the unification 
of the Italian pcoplcs. Its first reál founder, 
Marzini was like Mahatma Gandhi an idealist, 
who built the claims of Italian nationalism on high 
moral grounds. He stirred the wholc world by the 
graphic picture that he drcw in his speeches and 
writings of the ills of his country. Éngland and 
France openly supported the movement for unity 
and independencc in Italy. But to our bitter ex- 
perience, this verv country, wliich was cxpected to 
exert a hcalthy influence in the struggle for rivalry 
among the European States, assumed the role of 
an aggreassor towards its weak neighbours. None 
but a blínd follower of the cult of nationalism can 
justify Italy’s invasious of Albania and Abyssinia. 

The Congress nationalistss connot claim 
higher virtues than the first leaders of Modem 
Italy. The modem Italian leadeis are seeking ex- 
pansíon and colonisation at the expense of others; 
they seek excuses in the growtli of Italy’s population 
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and the smallness of its cultivablc lands. Thcy 
pretend to be guided by the best interests of thc 
Italian people in their dealings with others. Wiíl 
not the Congress nationalísts of the futiire adopt a 
similar policy ? 

I said at the start that the Congress Rightists 
aim at the establishment of the Capitalistdemocrncy 
of the Western type in India. Thcy look to 
Great Britain and its dominions for a model. The 
British democracv is in their opinion ideál in form. 
Private enterprise or individiialism in tradc lins 
been the main charactcristic of British public lifo. 
Wealth has concentrated into the hands of ihe 
Lipper classes, while the lowcr classes carn their 
living as wage>earncts in factorics. 

The Congress wants to follow the British t^ 
mdustrialise the country. Big Hindu financier.*! 
and míllowncrs are patronised by it. Rcceníly 
B. Rajcndra Prashad presíded at the opening cere* 
moncy of a ship building yard, constructed by .1 
Hindu millionairc. This shows the Congress trend. 
Industry will be cncouragcd. not as a statě activity. 
but as a private enterprise. The Congress (íovetn- 
ment will chalk out plans for the indusrrialts.nion 
oř various parts oř the country, but al! capitai u-ilf 
be provided by private enterprise and intti.irive 
and control %vill hc Icfc in private íinncb. 

The natural cfřect of this policy wíH í'e rh;;í 
al! índustric.s wili pass into non'NÍu'!|in) iiands vAv'- 
possess wcalth and the mean,« to uttlis.- ir. Mtí hnr 
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who are already cconomicalb' in a backward condi- 
tion, will sink still lower in comparison with 
Hind US under a scheme of přiváté enterprise in 
industry, They will in fact merge into the lowest 
order of society to be exploited permanently by 
their Hindu masters. 

Thus independencc as visualised by the Con- 
gress RightistSAvill not change for the better the 
fate of the minorities and the masses in generál, 
The Hindu intellectuals, comprising doctors, law- 
yers, traders, bankers and money-Ienders, will 
be returned to power and these will com- 
bine to exploit other classes. Through their wealth, 
influence, and propaganda, they will be able to win 
support from minorities for legislativě measures de- 
signed to ameliorate the lot of their own order. 
Economic equality of the masses will be out of the 
question where wealth is allowed to concentrate in 
the hands of one class of pcople, and where the 
right to exercise the vote is exploited by the upper 
classes- Sociál equality is unthinkable in a society 
based on caste systém and still exercising restraint in 
its intercourse with others. Such an independence, 
which implies a mere change of masters and at the 
same time strengthens the position of the very 
community which by its past atfcitude has encourag- 
ed economic and sociál inequality, will never appeal 
to a Muslim who believes in the equality of man not 
only in .the righfc to vote but also in the right to meet 
as equal and to share as equal in the economic re- 
sources of the country. 
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At present the Muslíms in towns havc hccn 
ousted from their due sharc in nade by tbc supciior 
organisation of the Hindiis while thc Muslim culti* 
vator ís hcavily indehted to thc Hindu moncyJendcr. 
A repudiatíon of all debts. cncouragcmcnt of trndc 
by Muslims in predominent Muslim nrcas, dístííhu- 
tion of cuitivable lands according to thc Tcquirc- 
ments of farmcrs, prohibition of intcrcst as a source 
of profit and cncouragcmcnt of industrics undcr 
State control—such items can foím a possible pio- 
gramme to win ovcr thc Muslim masscs. 

But the Congress Rightists do not bcHcvc in 
sociál and cconomic cquality bctwccn a Hindu and 
a Harijan or a Hindu and a Muslim. They are 
fighting for a political issuc. Their immediaro 
objcct is indcpcndcncc. as in this wny alono íhey 
can exerdse their ínfiucncc on thc individuals ríght 
to vote. 

Sociál incquality docs not bother them much* 
as thc depressed classes cannoc aíford lo Ineak with 
Hindtis Moroover in this casc thcie is only a quc'-- 
tion oť rcadjusmient of sociál relanons betwcťu 
members of the safne society. 

Economic incvjuality also docs not stir ih.crn, 
The Hindus scill possess woalth and iníluencc m 
India out ot pu^poition to their p.>pulaí!f>n MSi-nCth 
íf chov nuse this nsuc now, u will oniy br ti e 
Mu.‘íhrn.s v.*ho will gam. Hence thev are ev.uhr.C 
tfiis quesiion. They want to sviesí pohtsc d r "ý--; 
at the Centre tu pre.serve \vh:u tlsey c.dl ínJai 
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integrity, unity and inclivisihility. But if this poli- 
tical powor is to he shared hy the Conř-ress with the 
Muslim Lcnsíuc on terms oí cquality as representa- 
tives of rwo sepaj-nro nntions. they will rather ííivc 
up their domand for complotc indcpcndcncc than 
agrcc to the separation of onc fourtli of India under 
the schemc of i^akistan- 

The reál rcason why Hindus are so much 
opposed to Pákistán is that it strikcs at the root of 
their vosted interests., and shatters to pieces all their 
drcams of exploitiníí the entire sub-continent of 
India. Their cmphasis on India's unity, indivisibility 
is a political stunt to stifle the national conscious- 
ness of Muslims for their full share in the 
political and cconomic field. 

The rejcction of Cripps' proposals by tlie 
Congress gives a clear indication of the Hindu 
mentality. The proposals gavc a vague hope to the 
Muslims that their majoiity provinces might claim 
separation from the Indián Union if a plebiscite 
resulted in their favour. This was enough to exas- 
perate Mr. Gandhi who could not bear that even a 
faint hope ot separation should bc held out to Mus¬ 
lims His subsequent activitics culminating in the 
threat of mass civil disobedience were solely directed 
to coerce the British Government to undo the harm 
it had doně by the insertion of the separation clause 
in Cripps’ proposals. The ‘Quit India’ compaign 
was primarily meant to wrest all powerat the centre 
so that the Muslims may not be in a position later 
on to force the issue of separation. There are 
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strong reasons to belíeve that the Congrcss wouid 
háve given the Cripps' proposals a fair trial. but íor 
the separation clause, If the Congrcss had bccn 
sincere in its attitude towards Muslims and wantcd 
to share political powcr with Muslim Lcaguc on nn 
agreed basis, nothing couid háve prcventcd it řrom 
Corning to terms with the Lcaguc and prcscnting n 
United front. Its uttcr disregard of the claim oí 
Muslim Leaguc to speak on bchalf oř Muslims and its 
insistcnce on settlement on the basis oř onc nation 
theory gave a clcar proof that it has no scopc for 
the assertion oř political rights by 90 millions of 
Muslims in a schemc of indcpcndcncc visualised 
by it 



5 . Confederaiion is Impossible 

Thcre i? jícncral conscnt in all quartcrs in 
India on tlíc necel of a tcrritorial redistribution 
of Provínces. The Congress favours the scheme 
on a linguistic basis, the Lcagiic on a rcligious and 
cultural basis. In practicc thcre is not much 
difřcrcncc between the Congress and Lcague schemes 
of redistribution cxccpt in regard to the Punjab 
and Bengál. 

So far as these two Provínces are conccrncd, 
Muslims agrec that a tenitorial rcadjustment is 
necessary to raisc their present proportion of 
percentage in population. but they want to leave 
the finál decision to the plebiscitc of the Muslims 
living in these Provínces, They are not prepared 
to accept tcrritorial changes which may afťect 
adversely the cconomic and strategie positíon of 
the Muslim Zones in the north-west and north- 
eastof India adn aiso reduce substantially the present 
area and population of these Provinces. 

One section among Muslims stands for the 
preservation of the present limits of the Punjab 
and Bengál as in this way alone the economic 
interests of .these provinces can better be safe- 
guarded. This section in fact supports the 
principle of tcrritorial nationalism based upon an 
' appeal to the common interests of Muslims and 
other minorities living iň two distinct parts of 
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India. It foresees a futurc whcn two Fcdcration?. 
the one composed of the Punjab and the four 
contiguous units oí Kasbmir, N.W.F. Province. 
Sind and Baluchistan and the othcr consisting of 
Bengál and Assam will function as íiidcpcndcnt 
States. The othcr Muslim scction and hy far the 
mostínflaential one desires the separation of Anihala 
Division from the Punjab. and somc districts from 
Western Bengál to maíce the remaining part.s more 
campact and homogcncous. ín čase of Bengál, it 
further rccommcnds the inclusion of somc distriet.'; 
of Assam which are predominantly Mu.slim. TínV 
i.s considered to bc the oniy mcans of givíng efíective 
working majoritics to Muslims in their Provinct.tí 
Legislacure.s and of minimising the chance.s oř 
communal conflict. The All-Indin Mu.‘íiim Lcague 
more truly represents the opinion of thí.s scction 
and stick.s ro íts Lahorc Resolurion, popularív 
known as ‘the Pákistán Sciieme’. laying down ‘‘th.i: 
geographically conriguous units are demarcated 
inro region.s whích shouJd be sn con.stituted wich 
.such terricorial adjustmcnt.s as may be neco>.s:ir\'.'‘ 
AccorJfng ro the L.^aguc c<mceptíotu “the .ue.!' 
in u’hich Mu.siims are numerically in a rnni uiíe 
as in the NorthAW-srern and ÍCa.stcrn Zones shoulJ 
be grouped ro constittttc “independent State." 
m which the con^tituenr nnirs sbalí hv ameuhenusr 
and sovereign.” h ts iiere th.it actuc diíí<Tenee- 
have aiisen herweeíi the Congte*-.*-* and tíie f.eaeue. 
The Mindus rnay be \vjHing to nccepr a reCíoupm.r 
í)f ící í nořte.- tnj con.skiei atíons i>í .idausn-atenve 
expenence. economte advantage. raeial htuon-íí 
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or geographical homogeniety or community of 
custoras and habits as has been pointed out by a 
Hindu Unionist Minister of the Punjab but their 
political conceptions do not reconcile t.hem to the 
idea of complete separation and independence on 
this basis. The principle of self-determination which 
is claimed to be the birthright of the people of India 
is denied when the same is demandcd by Muslims 
in their majority Frovinces. 

Betwecn the two extremes of complete 
separation for predominant Muslim zones and their 
subordination under a scheme of Federation, no 
compromise is possible. Some, howerer, suggest a 
Confedcration of Autonomous zones or Provínces, 
voluntarily agreed upon by the participating units 
on a basis of equality of status. Let us analyse 
this compromise pian. A ťederal government at 
the centre responsible to an elecled legislature has 
been unequivocally rejected by the Muslim League 
and even the saner elements among non-party 
Hindus háve begun to see the force of Muslim 
view-point. 

Federation always presupposes on the 
part of federatíng units a desire for union and not 
unity and where some units lack the will to unitě 
nothing but coercion can secure their attachment 
even for the time bcing. A superimposed federal 
constitution will never meet with success and will 
sooner or later come into serious conflict with its 
constituent parts. ’ Hence the only alternativě to 
avoid the disastrous effects of a scheme of enforced 
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federation is complete independencc of thc dt?* 
contented unit. Therc is no other schcmc which niay 
dispel the latteťs genuine fears and gain its wiilinf; 
consent even for coordination in ccrtain activitÍo> 
of common interest when its intcrcsts are furul* 
amentally at variance with thc Fcdcrating Centre. 

Political expericncc has so far presented no 
solution fóra problém of the inagnitiidc which India 
is facing. In U. S. A. and Switrcrland. the on!y rea! 
cxamples of Federation, thc experiment was tticd 
among homogeneous pcoples allicd by religion, 
culture and history. and cven in their cnsc. tiie 
process could not bc complctcd without facing in* 
superable diffícultics. Therc -were civil wars in 
both countrics. In U. S. A, the Southern State.'? 
woLild not háve agreed to Union, had they not been 
conquered by the North whilc in Switrerland, the 
scven Catholic cantons persisted in their independe¬ 
ncc tíli they wcrc dcřcatod and řorcibly united. 
Such a pos.sibility of civil war may arise in 
India if thc i.ssuc oř .‘^cparation ver.<us Federation 
remains undccidcd. buc thc results wi!! ‘ne 
astrous for both sides and will Icad to permam^r.t 
enslavemenr oí the petíplc. d'iie tna)oíify 
communicy ennnot claim írom tíic íif 

U. S. A. and Switrcrland tlini it lui.s- a righr tocoorei- 
minorities. Fir.stly becau*:e their analogy thu-.-. not 
apply ío India in view of rhe comple^ítty of it ^ 
problems: ín U. S. A., the Federaií^í.N dítíVred 
thc Southvrrn people simpiy on the qtiv-tive'. o: 
.daverv wlneh wa> the niain cainr oí the «fívd Wro 
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and wcrc iiuitcd othcrwisc b}' a common oiitlook 
on lifc, Thcy had no rcligious, cultural, linguistic' 
or historical diffcrcncss which could divide them 
pcrmancntly. Sccondly, thc majority cannot bc 
surc oř Victory against thc minority in a physical 
conflict. The h-Iuslim minority is still strong enough 
to defend itself providcd there is no split in its 
ranks and help may also bc available to it from un- 
cxpcctcd quarters, This again Icads to the only 
coursc open to thc majority that it should rceognise 
thc claims of tlíc minority for sclf-dctermination- 

Confederation as an alternativě pian has 
been tried in the past to unitě two or more 
States \yith common interest. The Mahratta Con- 
federacy in India and thc German Confederation 
prior to 1871. werc examples of this. In a Confe¬ 
deration, the right of thc confederates to maintain 
separate armics and to háve supreme control over 
their own internal affairs is always rceognised. A 
Confederation presupposes independent units first 
and then in their own interest thcy are forced to 
unitě with others. equal in status with them. 

A nearer approach to a true Confederotion 
was madc in thc Duál Monarchy in 1867. Austria 
and Hungary both were united under the House 
of Hapshburg for -defence and foreign affairs and 
finance. The ministers wcrc responsible to two 
separate committees, one for Austria and the other 
for Hungary, each composed of 60 members, elected 
annually by their respective legislatures. There 
were besides economic committees representing the 
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two coantries. in equal strcngtli which regulnted 
their commercial relations, customs and tarifťs. 

The rcal motive force whicb iinderlny íhi5 
duál systém was a Icagiic between the two strongest 
raccs» the Germans and Magynrs who divíded tlíc 
Monarchy between them and by the grniu ot 
Provincial Autonomy to the two next strongest 
races, the Polcs and the Croats madc them their 
accompliccs in holding down the icmaining oight. 
It was probably in the light of this old systém thac 
the Croats and Serbs of Yugoslavía recently entered 
into a compromisc and dividcd the country between 
themselves on the basis oť two sepruate intion^ 
United at will for dcfcnce and othor common 
interests. 

Proposals more or Icss oť a similar nanne háve 
becn madc in India by Sir Sikand“r Hayat Khan. 
the Punjab Premiér and Mr. C. R. Reddy, the Vice- 
Chanccllor of Andhia University. The Puniih 
Prernier in reply to a quostion in the As.^embly to 
clnrify his posicion in regard to Pákistán scíiesne 
admírted thnt he was responsihle for the cittt.rnal 
dinír of the Lahore re.scdution popni.irly toríiu^i as 
rhc ikikistnn re.^íoluiion hut he utd tK>t agtea v ttií 
the amended ťorm whieii demaiuled c*euphíe 
separ.Uíon tor Musiiin Z^nes. řle .i 

Zonal scherne wluch shntdd leíieet HínJu e?*d 
Muslim rnajoríties in rheir respeerive on ;.-!.-. In 
caeli Z me the nnijoTstv was tu e.uvetn v ítii n*.* 
help i't iht* mtnouiy- 'i'i'.e tVntte it\ hi. -ípou 
.shouid be a Cu-urdinatiuii Ctjnuuitfee .rvTíreS .s- ?be 
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agent of the varioiis iinits which should háve the 
right to secession if their interests were not properly 
safeguarded by it. Customs, railways. defence, cur- 
rencY and foreign affairs were to be the speciál 
spheres to which the activities of the Centre should 
be confined, biit the various units were to háve 
powers to supe rvi se and control these activities. 
The object of his schenie is to protéct the units 
against encroachments from a domineering Centre 
and thereby add to the solidarity and strength of 
India as a whole. 

This scheme does not meet the Muslim 
viewpoint and is ambiguous as to the proper role 
of the Centre. If the Centre is merely to exercise 
the agency funčtions of the autonomous units, it 
should better be left to the discretíon of the latter 
what mattcrs of common interest they want to 
assign to it. Such a Centre cannot be entrusted 
with important problems like defence, foreign 
affairs and railways- Ic is just like asking Germany 
and Italy to háve a coordination Committee for the 
protection of their common interests, The very 
fact that the Centre should not domineer over the 
units but be subject to their control obviates the 
necessity of having any Centre at all. 

Mr, C. R. Reddy’s scheme advocated a Central 
Government formed on the principle of a Con- 
federation as an alternativě to Pákistán Scheme. 
His diagnosis of the reál situation “that Muslims 
require a strong enough representation in the 
Central Government and sufficient power for safe- 
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guarding their cultural interests without depcndins: 
on the grace of others or constitutional arrangc- 
ments” is undoubtedly truc biit thc rcmcdy hc 
suggests cannot restore Muslim confidcncc. Hc rc- 
commends a Central Cabinet of 11 oř 12 mcmbcrs. 
each member being a nomince of a Provincíal 
Government and lie fixcs the Muslim strcngth in 
proportion to the numbcr of their Provinccs, Thus 
according to his schcme, therc will bc 5 Muslims. b 
Hindiis and one Sikh Ministcr and thc prcmicrship 
will be heid by rotation by thc thrcc imporřnni; 
communities. The schcmc faOs to rccognisc that 
Confedcration has no strongcr claims for acccptnncc 
than Federation whcrc thc will to unitc is Incking. 

Muslims will notacccptany constirutíon which 
is imposcd upon thcm against their will. The ad* 
vantages oř a strong oř weak Centre do not nppeal 
to thcm. The arens in which they form a numer.* 
cal majority are wcll marked regions and !»nvc no 
thing to gain by their Confedcration wíth th^: 
Hindu Centre. . The prohlcm of dcfencc i*> 
thc only importnnt qucsrion that martors the.ni 
but herc too thc pcoplc of these region* 
are strong cnough to defend their ínrntíer*'^ 
In ense oř Pákistán wirh its rcsources in nien nná 
materinl twice as great as tliosc of Afgimniřr.in, 
thc problém of dcfencc docs not present an nv-upcí- 
abic diřřiculty. In fact with a murunl pact <?! noro 
aggrcssion with Ařghnnist.an řmal! armies wd! 
requircd to defend tlie frontier on esthet mJc Ií*' 
rwecn j’ai:ístan and Ařghanistati. Inctune fr-nn at'-’ 
loms, tneorne-far, salt, tnilw*aw cu; -Užd nofi? 
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which at present form sources of the Central ^ 
Revenue will be quite sufficient to meet the defence 
expenditure of Pákistán. 



6 Pákistán Is The Only^ 
Solutíon. 

Modem Nationalism has both hccn a tmiíyinil 
and disruptivc force in thc world. ín somc ci>inu* 
ries, it has hciped to prcservc or even expand thcir 
cxisting fronticrs on thc principlc oř onc nation in 
one State whilc in others it has led to a došitc řor 
separation on thc part of impoi tnnt minoiity pmp* 
les who coiild hc convorted into nrajorittes íiy a 
rcadjiistment of gcographical ťíontiors. As a uni* 
fying force, nationalism was responsihlo řot tho 
creation of a vinitcd Gcrmany and an awnkcned 
Italy in Europc in thc hUh century. As a disrup* 
tive force, it cncouragcd thc dismemhetment nť ííto 
former Austro-Hungariai\. Turki.vh and Rtísstan 
Empiros into a numher oř new and tn(.h'P‘'tKÍ«-;U 
States. Tlte Bridsh Empire in India t.< íh«- 

second group of connrties whete íiatt.inahstn íuV' 
failed to uítirc thc twn majoj cunimunittes atui 
hasteníng thc process of distntegí,-uit)a. Tlu” Hírí-hí*. 
and tho Muslims are in íuíl sgreemt-nt iti fíu-ir 
de.^^ire řor thc hheraíi-v>n ní th,..- í^tíh-cotunu-uí ní 
India ťrnin thc ínrcipn ynhe hut thc> are in-ratc l 
'.vith dítceilv oppoíiíc motive- ón tlu;- end- 

Tíu* Mindus asm at fhc c t.tnlnhnicr.í ‘-i a 
sírnne gi'Vi’ríjnuTií ut fhc «.‘uítc vdu-.h-h oio í c 
re^poiv'!! Ic fo a ourc tí-ptc*ct-ausí. eheu ptc' 
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ponderance in population. They support a parlia- 
mentary form of government after the British model 
as this is the only way in which they can effectively 
control the predominant Muslim parts of India on 
the basis of a party systém of government which 
in the West presupposes tlie existence of a homo- 
geneoiis nation. They consider their community 
entitled to frame or amend the future constitution 
without the approval of Muslims who as a minority 
háve no speciál rights to preserve except those con- 
cerning religion, language or cultiire. The Indián 
Muslims who form one-fourth of the total popula¬ 
tion and number 90 millions are in their opiníon 
cornparable to minorities in European countries or 
even to Jews who are scattered all over the world. 

The strongesť political organisation of the 
Hindus is the Indián National Congress which 
as its very name indicates claims to represent 
the interests of India as a whole but . which in 
practice is the mouthpiece of an aggressive form 
of H^indu nationalism which cloaks its reál inten- 
tions, behind ámbiguous terms and slogans. The 
Congress insists on unity, democracy and nationality 
as it^ guiding principles, but the Muslim League 
objects to these on the grounds that India’s present 
political unity is a British creation and nevěr existed 
in the past, that deniocracy is foreign to the con- 
ception of Hindu society which is based on caste 
systém and nationality does not exist in practice as- 
the essential links in the form of religion, race, lan¬ 
guage, culture and history are lacking in India,, 
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Mahatma Gandhi is thc virtual dictator oi 
the Congrcss and commands blincl obcdicnce of 
millions of Hindus thoiigh he is not cvcn its four anna 
member. The ordinary Hindu not mordy lookíi 
upon him as a great polidcal leader, but a divine. 
an incarnation of God, who has assumed thc humna 
form as Rama and Krishna did in thc past ro 
regenerate Hindu society, to revive its nneient 
culture and civilization and to restore it to its past 
greatness. Mr .Gandhi*s political programme ín- 
cludes the consolidation oř Hindti society by 
winning over thc depressed classes and cxploiíinř 
their vocing strength. His sociál .programme coni« 
prises thc cncouragcment oř Hindi language and 
seript, thc promotion of Wardlia scheme nf cduca* 
tion. and thc propagation of Gandhi\n philosophy 
and principlcs of Hindu life sucli as* non-violence, 
use of hand-spun clorh and Itungor-strike. All 
these activitics frorn the Muslim point of vieu* are 
inconded to destroy their nntiona! consciom^íie^'; 
and pride. In pn^porcion ns the Cotígress h.v- 
gathered its serongth among the Hindus. to ebe 
Same extont it has losf its influencc oti Mu.dino- 
v.’ho ínve rallted O) the Muslim í.eagu.'- ílu' 
srand ud-lvMt'.’! oř tlunr pulitsca! tteju'' in bidta. 

The League stamis ťíu the [>í mciple cd 
dererminatum deeůio the řuture of mslhoti'. 
índsan Mttshrns. It doe.s not nceept the f'on.eíc*' 
iheory ot one fiation in one ťtaíe whi.rh íPík-o.*'. du- 
reahtie'-. of tlje í-!turition> oí 

p tpuhnhm in India concentř.uc.í srj a 
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and compact arcns on thc fronticrs. The north 
western resíion w.itorcd hy the Indus and its’ 
tributarícs and comprisinř tlíc Piinjab, N.W.F.P,, 
Sind. Kashinir and Bnluchistan is n distinctpart of 
India with its own raihvay and drainagc systems, 
naturai fronticis The Muslims herc nunibcr 75 
pcrccnt in a lotal populacion of 40 millions, and 
are physicalíy the strongest element in India’s 
pnpularion. Tney háve distinct historie and 
military traditions of their own and háve always 
hcld a position of pridc and powcr under the 
iMusIim Kings of riic past. Even now they account 
řor more tíian half the present strength of the 
Indián army. If therc is any part of India which 
can defend its indcpendcncc againsť. forcign aggres- 
sion, ít- is rhis region which fot the saké of 
convcnicncc is cailed Pákistán in popular language. 
The word Pákistán in Urdu is derived from the 
initial Ictters of the Punjab, Afghan Province 
( N.W.F.P, ). Kashmir, and Sind and the last three 
letters 'tan’ from Baiuchistan. In the broader sense 
the word is applied to denote a scheme of partition 
which wíll Icad to the formafcion of independent 
Muslim States in India on the principle of self- 
determination. 

The economic interests of the North-western 
region aiso demand its politícal separation. It is 
essentially the home of an agricultural population 
which depends ^ for its prosperity upon the sále of 
its surplus land produce Unless there is a scheme 
of industrialisation which may také years to come 
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into force, a policy of Frec Tradc to find rc.rJv 
'markets for raw materials in cxchan^c for tcmíc 
and machinery will be tbe mo5t dcsirabic in dic 
interest of the vast majority oř its pcoplc. Uut in 
,a scheme of united India, thcrc is cvcry danílcr íhar 
the Hindu industrialists and mílí-owncrs oř RomNiy 
and elsewhere will cxert through the Central 
Government to enforce a policy of protcction to 
shut out foreign goods from entering into compen- 
tion with the products oř thcír fnctoríc5. TÍjÍs u-sll 
leave the riiral population at the increy oř HinJu 
India and deprívc it of -the right ta cxchnnge k< 
products dircct with Europc on rhc basis of Frče 
Tcade. It will háve to aceept rcxhsccd príce.< for rís 
land products as foreign markets wiil bc dosed ío 
them and will bc řorced to seli tiietn nr n doss trs 
Iifdian markets whcrc similar raw materials xviji }" 
available in sufficient qunntities. Thtis ecnnomical- 
ly Pákistán will bc a loser if itis placed under tite 
authoríty of a Central Government and bot i:ite 
will be worse thnn that of Southern and Westerti 
Australín and Tnsnmnía which háve gained norlnru.: 
by their participation in the Conunoinvcddn 
Ausiralia, 

Apnrt from the prcdnminant reS!.-:: 

in the North West oř india popularly c.dlcd TtC ' 
ran thcrc ís anoíher distinrt ^h3^liín aoM to 
Norrii Enst, comprisínc parfs oř A<-:ifrs. rh<' v n 
oř Eastern Bctigai and s<stne thstiletí ot \\o'-'^oo 
Bengab This regí«>n will rorre^ro^-d oox.' c - 
t-o what w.is íormerly callcd ríie 
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Province of Eastern Bengál and Assam. The 
establishment of an independent Muslim Staťé in 
this region will result in the concentration of 30 
millions of Muslimsas a majority of 70p.c, in popula- 
tion. Eastern Bengál is already divided into three 
administrativě divisions and preserves its identity 
as the horaeland of Muslim Bengalese. Assam joins 
common frontiers with it on the eastern šidě and 
is mostly inhabited by the Hindu and Muslim 
Bengalese in equal proportion. The originál inha- 
bitants of Assam form a minority of less than one 
third. The separation of Sylhet and Goalpara 
districts of Assam which are predominantly Muslim 
will give the native Assamese an efíective and reál 
voice in the ad ministratíon of the remaining area. 
The Hindu minority in this Muslim State will not 
exceed 30p.c. in a total population of 40 millions. 
The question of race and language will not bc dis- 
turbing factors here as Muslim and Hindu Benga¬ 
lese are both allied in this respect while the speciál 
interests of the Hindu minority will be protected in 
the constitution. 

It will thus be evident that there is no other 
alternativě to reconcile the fundamental differences 
in the polítical outlook of the two major communi- 
ties than to assign them separate homelands in their 
respective predominant areas. The Pákistán 
scheme does not invólve any large scale transfer of 
population nor it substantially disturbs the present 
administrativě units of India. The three Muslim 
Provinces of the Punjab, Sind and N.W.F.P. with 
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Baluchistan, Kashmir and other nativc stntc 5 \vi|{ hč 
amalgamated to form a Fcdcral Government. íhc 
federating parts rctaining fulí local autonomy, 
Similarly Eastern Bengál will be united with 
of Assam and Western Bengál to form a comparr 
area. The Hindus will be sccurc in the cnjoyment 
of theír political and cconomíc rights in the re<r of 
India which will comprisc the present Province,*, oí 
Bombay. Madras. United Provinces. Centinl i'ro- 
vinces. Biliár and Orissa as wcll as Western Benpl 
and the native States. Hvdcrabad alonc oř alí tli'' 
Indián States, will be ontitled to independent politic.d 
existence in view of its trcaty rights as an .aíly oí 
the British Government. 

The question of minorític.c rhat wdl srdl 
remain unaffeered by the adoption of Pakt<[ 4 in 
scheme will bc determined on a rcciprocaí Ivi-is 
In the proposed Muslim States wirh a tiud 
populntion of tSO Millions. non-Muslim minout 
will number 20 millions whiíc in Hinatt Indť.i tli.' 
Muslinis will form 25 millions out oť a tfit.d 
popuíatíon of 260 millions. S.itcguarvís for the 
protectíon oř religion. Innguage artd culturc wd! r' 
providcd for tlicsc minonties while '-pecml re* 
presentation in scrvíivs, local bodies .uul legsMiture 
will bc sccured to rhem on the tnuNting ba-;-, ot oe. 
a new agroed pian, Tlie pie^ent c iitťlict b.-foe.-n 
Congress and Lengue whscb. has stí.nn.-d 
ivl:icifm.<í ní rhe two conimunitic'- vuH eonv' t * a; 
end. and all political dfítcícruv- * 00 *! bc fioilc. 
reconcilcíl. The two people-- wiil íf-c o ? 
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a life of peace and prosperity, absorbed in the 
pursuit of their own activities in their respective 
national States. 

The Muslim States from their very strategie 
position on the two important land frontiers of 
India will protéct Hindu India from all danger of 
external aggression. The North-west Frontier of 
India will lose much of its present political im- 
portance, The frontier tribes which háve been 
disturbing peace in the settled districts of N.W.F.P. 
from time to time will be entirely won over by an 
appeai to their religious sentiment by the new 
government in Pákistán, predominantly Muslim in 
character. The tribesmen who háve in the past 
resorted to acts of brigandage and murder, not so 
much from personál grudge or political motives as 
from sheer necessity of their self-preservation will 
be attracted to a life of peaceful cultivation in 
selected parts to be rese.rved for their settlement. 
Afghánistán will 'be relieved of all fear of aggression 
from the Forward Policy of the British Government 
in India and will in her pwn interest be forced to 
enťer into a permanent treaty of alliance with the 
Pákistán Government. In fact with Soviet Russia 
holding a pistol at Afghanistan’s head in the 
north, the latter. can never be in a position to 
constitute any reál danger for India. In the new 
čhanged conditions, the security of India along 
with that of the Muslim States of Afghánistán, Irán 
and Turkey, if ever is threatened by land in future 
will only be menaced by an invasion from Soviet, 
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Russia which may cmergc strongcr from thís xvar 
and seck cxpansion soatbwards. 

The Britísh Government has so far failrci 
apprcciate the Muslim point of view. Wlr.le ir 
admits that the Muslims are cntitlccl to assurancť*- 
for the development of their culturc and ínsíicu- 
tions in their own way, it still insists on tlu' 
essential unity of India as the only wny in iti 
opinion in which India can cnjoy internaí peace 
and external sccurity. It is open to rcason how .1 
nation of 90 miilions which is conccntrnrcd in rwo 
compnet arcas to the extent of twn-thirds of u.- 
strength, and is, judged by any modem test. cntitled 
to independent existence can bc forcod to acc-’P^ 
a position of subjection foi the snkc of a inute.i 
India which will be dominated by a permanent 
hostilo Hindu communal mnjoiity. Sefcguauls can 
be ofřerod to a minority scatrereJ over n wule atfa 
and noc mustering serong anywherc to be able t' 
řorm a separate government. These can he oífeteJ 
ť) Muslim muioritics in the Hindu ]’rovinťes ri c - 
Hindu and Sjkíi minorities in Muslim Provinces bu*. 
it sounds íantastic that n whole Ci>ninuíniiy wnni. 
cxxccds in popularion cvery great powei of tíKU.’ 
cxccpt Sovjct Russia and Ú.S.A . should be |i’ít a' 
the merey of a hosíde cornmunity wh.i'e verš ^ -.id 
srructure. bnsed as it i< on ^%'tenn J fb.- 

negation of democtacv. Mushnis iíj íruiiahivet 
deal wřth condififtns unknitwís ut .$ny tithet pur i 
the World. 

In l'huope aruí Arn.uíta n.Uíonal -reír.' k ' 
iven íormeJ hy peopie nn le * r I--' n >n! .^1 
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in their outlook on life. The most important 
unifying fořce in a modem statě ís the consciousness 
of a Gommon civilisation through religion, language 
and history. There is hardly any statě which does 
not satisfy this factor. Wherever in the past any 
conflict of interests has arisen in fundamentals, 
separation has always been accepted to be the oniy 
solution, In Ireland, the British maintained the 
political unity of the island for centuries under 
their rule but when the popular demand for 
independence made its influence felt, the island 
was divided into two separate States merely on 
grounds of differences in history and religion. The 
Protestant Irish though a minority of 20 p.c.did not 
agree to accept the unity of their common mother- 
land. No safeguards were considered effective 
enough to dissuade the Protestants from separation. 
The Roman Catholic Irish were prepared to 
guarantee them speciál privileges and rights and 
simply wanted a union for the purposes of defence 
but they could not win over the Protestants. A 
similar experiment was tried by the French in Syria 
in establishing separate repuWics for Muslim and 
Christian Arabs in Syria and Lebanon respectively. 
Although partition of a smáli country like Syria 
was not justifiable on racial or linguistic grounds as 
the Arabs are allied by race and language yet differ¬ 
ences in religion alone were considered a sufficient 
reason for the change, The same principle was at 
work in Palestině which has so far been deprived of 
, responsible government on account of religious 
differences. The Jewish minority does not wish to 
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livc under tbe rulo oř Muslim Arnbs, Thns if 
smáli pcoples like thc Profcstanr írish in IrolanJ, 
thc Christian Arabs in Syria and thc Jcv/s in 
tíne do not wish to lose their separate poltíica! 
identity, and are supported in their desire řor scp.i- 
ratc existence by two of thc řoremosť dctnorratic 
nations, there ís no rcason why Indiiin Musiin*' 
shouid be forced to accepr thc posifinn oí a 
minority. 

Hcre it will not be out oř pince ío acqu unr 
thc render wíth thc testimony of two compefenr 
authoritics on the. complexity oř íntlin*.<; pít»!>Í<‘n:. 
Tíic authors of thc Joint Sclcct Commstícc 
Indián Consfiiutiona) Reform open thc verv tir.q 
paře of their Report (Vol. 1, Pate 1) in thc follnv.' 
inř words: - ‘‘India is iniinlnhcd by many races 
as distinct from ono nnothci in rr.uiítíon 

manner of lífc as are thc nations ot Europc* I w.'* 
thiftis of ifs inhabit.nnt.s profess in onc runu !<r 
another Hindiiisin as their rrhříon; arui tlu- thrtvr* 
ence between thc is not mdy otře of ícíiyí-'!', 
huí nlsí) {íf l;nv and uf crrlrurc. Th..-y jc.ay l -* -u 
indecd to rcpicscnt tv/o ami scpat.it-* ť.‘Ado 

sacíons. Hurduism ís dísnuvniíshcd i'v tlu' 
rnenon of často winch i'' íííc b.m:- uj ís I;;;-- o 
and focial .'•ystern. unti c.wvpt jf\ a ver v íor;:!. i 
fkdd. rvmnÍ!T‘; unafťccroií hy c^mracf 'a tra pai! - - 
pliics oí thc West. Tire íc!iž!a<n -C I o; f’ ‘ 

<>’hcr h.nuh ÍH b.isc.l upviU tiio t.ouv‘pnfa u; ' 
cqunlíty of man." 

Tik’ pícttno ihav-.n a'auv«- v/.;*, t-aaorc.o : * a- 
lior in Rč30 rn ťf.o Rvp.-st ať rha Tvh.m yt.a>ír . 
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Commission Vol. I (year 1930) which thus des- 
cribes the problém. 

‘‘When British authority began to extend 
over the Indián continent, it couid, as a neutrál, 
set up and endeavour to apply a canon of tolerance, 
but it could not alter the essential facts of Hindu- 
Miislinl difference. It would be an utter misappre- 
hension to suppose that Hindu-Muslim antagonism 
is analogous to the separation between religious 
denominations in contemporary Euiope, Differen- 
ces of táce, a different systém of law. and the 
absence of intei-marriage^ constitute a far more 
effective barrier- It is a basic opposition manifest- 
ing itself at every turn in sociál custom and econo- 
mic competition, as well as in mutual religious 
apathy,” 

The Muslims fail to understand why the- 
British Government considers the political unity of 
India essential ťor its security from external and 
internal danger. Was it guided by a similar consi- 
deration when it chose to separate Burma from 
India or earlier agreed to maintain the separate 
political existence of Nepal and Bhutan which 
strictly speaking lie within the borders of India ? 
Even Ceylon with which Hindus claim their age- 
long cultural association has been left intact to hold 
direct relations with the British .Imperiál Govern¬ 
ment. Supposing India is divided into Muslim and 
Hindu sovereign States, what new dangers will 
threaten the security of the latter if. they all agree 
to become member States of the British .Common- 
wealth of Nations and enter into pacts of non- 
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aj^gression with onc another ? The problém oř 
India’s Frontier is entircly a Briri^h nccofsity 
There will be no longer thc nccd of stationing n 
luige army on the fronticrs. if thc peopic in 
Afghánistán and tiibal areas rcalisc that a pO'.vcífuÍ 
Muslim State has comc into power which !S prep;u- 
ed to reconcile with them past diffcrcnccs if any. 
By polítical and cconomic concessions. thc tribes 
can be perminently appeased wiiile modem Aígíin' 
nistan wili wcicomc thc opportunicy to íraternis*' 
with a new Muslim statě which wiil be in íuíl 
agreement with it in forming a common front 
agatnst a possible Russian invasion. The darpler 
from the sea cnn bc met by thc British navy. rite 
Services of which will bc rcquircd as long ns thc 
new Indián stntcs wiil not be in a position to luivt' 
their own naval forces. 

As for sccurify frem intcrnnl dnnger, tlu^ wtíí 
never bc jcopíírdiscJ as tlíc cstablishmcnr of their 
respcctívc States will givc tlíc two major e imnnmt' 
ties n widc scopc for thc pursuít of their periívrul 
acttvitics and thc dcvclopmcnt of their own ecorio-' 
mic rcsourccs, Thctc will Iv* nr* more * 
of conílícr in tlíc polítical or croíumiíe ficbl }ior t- 
such conflicts bav.' i-t oceur ín {reí.ind atf*'? 

thc pnrtítion oí thc counrry, Tin- inír-s-ntn* • ic 
Mu‘íHm antí Hindu statě? wdl !'.• recfneil-r! t- 
tlicir lot and cc.i''C to ilivtiitb' public hfe a' 
ínrere^ts will bc spcciaíiy profecfed on a íe.uprv .-o 
fia-íi?. The rnainenuto fnerson h-‘t’vveeíi rite t a ^ 
Counmunities at pje-^enc b.e*- m fhe:r ile,'p r- t'’ 
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misgivings and fears, based upon past history that 
if the British leave the country, one community 
will attempt to dominate over the other. If these 
suspicions and doubts are finally cleared by conced- 
ing to their genuine political aspíratíons, a perma- 
nenti basis for the security of* India will be 
established. 

But in čase the British Government bows 
before the Congress threat of Progressive civil dis- 
obedience and imposes at its dictation political 
unity through a Federal Government at the centre, 
it will be sowing the seeds of eternal dissentions 
and conflicts, Even if the Muslims do not see 
their way to offer any resistance at present on the 
Pákistán issue, they will be ready subsequently 
when the war is over to assert their claims for 
separation. A federal government imposed from 
above and lacking the confidence of 90 millions of 
its citizens cannot continuc long in peace and stabi¬ 
lity. No government however strong it may be, 
can for ever thwart and withstand the united will 
of a fourth part of its people especiallý when they 
are concentrated on its frontiers in positions of 
strategical importance. No body can imagine or 
foresee the consequences of creating a united 
Indián statě where two hostile communities will be 
permanently ranged against eacb otber and will be 
driven to opposíte camps by conflicting interests. It 
is quite possible that the Muslims will rise at the 
first opportunity when the security of the country 
is threatened from external danger to press their 
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claims tor separation. Thosc who clo not ?ymprt* 
thisc with the Muslim aspirations now whcn tl^: 
Fcdcral Go\-ernment is not yct ín forcc» cannot 
cxpccted to win Muslim confidcncc afrcr the union 
has been cnforced. The experiment will bc disaí* 
trous in its cffecťand at the samc timc unpnxv* 
dented in the history of the world. There i$ no 
other country where a virile and compner cínnmu' 
nity of 90 rnillions has ever been deprived of 
politícal rights and rcduced to the position ni a 
minority. 

The Muslim world ís fasfc awakenín^í and the 
Indián Muslims are nn inte.cral ]>art of ít. íkur 
Isiamism may bc impossibic of atrninmcnc as nn 
ideál to unitě the Muslim countries under n forn* 
mon systém of f-overnment but ít is stiíl aitve ti' 
inspirc Muslims cvcrywhere to liberatc clicniscive? 
from the domination of others. índian Mindim* 
form onc fourt.h of the eutire Muslim píspuiati.*-''! 
of she world and cannot rcmaín is >lntcci tt>r íoru! 
ťrtun forces at work in other Muslim counTíie< for 
theír politícal emancipation. Thcy are oj fa.t 
expected in view oí theír numerícaí streneth nnJ 
poiitical impostance to pivě a Icad to the te'.f ctí 
Mu.dim World. The latě íir Syyi'd Anur .Ab 
nntÉcÍ5)ated the cuhnrai and moral nclnev.-nHTit- 
Indián Muslims evh^-n he snid nt ‘The* Spuu 
ísiam’, “v/ho sbalí-ay tliat tb.e .Mn- lna^ IfJi * 
may ruy., under the ntispices of a j.;tear íAnus 
p;>%ver. be desřined to re<íOJC O' \\'e>ro(r: tVtií 

t.il A‘na sornetíiinc- oí witat thetr b>re'í.ifh>‘: ‘ i;''" 
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to Europe in the Middle Ages.” Sir Mohammad 
Iqbal also visualised the future of Indián Muslims 
in the historical presidential address read by him in 
the All-India Muslim League Session at Allahbad 
in 1930, when he defined their political goal in 
these words, “Self-government within the British 
Empire or withoufc, the formation of a Consolidated 
North-West Indián Muslim State appears to me to 
he the finál destiny of the Muslims at least of 
North-West India.” It was the divine will that 
Mr. Jinnah should be chosen to give a concrete 
form to the ideals and aspirations of two of the 
most iliustrious sons of Islam» and to lead the 
Muslim nation on the onward march to its destined 
goal, The movement for Pákistán under his able 
guidance will not only finally bring about the poli- 
ťical emancipation of millions of Muslims in India, 
China, and Russia where they are at present assign- 
ed the role of minorities, but will also restore to 
Islám its lost heritage of the Middle ages. The 
issues that face the Indián Muslims are tremendous 
and on their successful ačhievement depends the 
fate of almost half the Muslim population of the 
World which at present is denied the right to deter- 
mine its own future. 



7 . Political Ideals Before 
A Muslim 


The Muslim population in thc workl is varv 
ingiy cstimatcd betwecn 350 and 450 millinnř:. 
According to commonly acccptcd cstitnates. thr 
total population docs not excccd 400 rnillion*'. 
Continent-wisc thc Muslim population ís di.nri* 
hutcd as undcr (ín millions) : 

Asia 300; Ařrica 90; Europc Jí); Noríh 
America 1/8; South America 1/8; Australin 1/8, 

In Asia Muslims řorm an overwhelming majonty 
in Western Asia. Central Asia, Easr índiesand ioin 
provinces cach in India and China. ín 
Asia. thc Muslim population i.s divided in ih-* 
6 conncrics oí‘ Turkey, Syrin. íraq, Atahia, fuuí ani 
Afghánistán and numhcis 65 rnillíorís. Ííi Central 
Asia which includes Rus.sian anti Cfiinerc T;írhi t>'ín 
thc Muslim poptslation is ar 36 nulli -tv 

In India and Cíiifta, Mu.<llm^ rcšp.-ccívely nutíd’ 
lOJ mdlíons and 50 ín Ea-t ItKln',' vcluťa, 

itududes thc island'; oř Jav.í. SumaiM. ICrnr n 
Celehři' Mt>h!cca*'.'runor. Ote-, tliť v.!-r 
chc pcupde au* Mu''hms. heitu; *•! fniilnur’ Ui rojr.;?’ 
out oi a trital pnpuíntttm e.; 70 rnillru", In Af*'?' 

Mtaduns íorni a rnajoiit', m the niurínUn h ;lí 
tlu‘c=>m!neiir *.vh;ch a!thí.i«-* rhe Atav Cifur.trt.-' - " 
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Morocco. Algcria, Tunis, Tripoli and Egypt, and the 
Ncgro countrics o£ Abj'ssinia, Nigeria, French 
Western Africa. Siidan and Somaliland. In Europe, 
Musiinis are found mostly in south-eastern Russia, 
in Jugoslavia, Bulgaria, Albnnia. European Turkey, 
Runiania and Grcccc. 

Racially and linguistically, the Muslim World 
can be divided into 7 clear sub-divisions. There are 
the Arabic-speaking people oceupying a vast extent 
of iand strctciiing from the frontiers of Irán on the 
East to the Atlantic Oceán on the West. This area 
extends over 6 million square miles of land. with a 
population of 65 millions of which 60 millions 
spcdk the Arábie language. Iraq, Saudi-Arabia, 
Yemen, and Egypt are independent sovereign 
States of this^|rcgion while Oman, Southern Arabia, 
Syria. Tunis, Morocco and Trans-Jordan are pro- 
tectorates enjoying internal independence under 
the protection of Great Britain oř France. Tripoli, 
Algcria. Egyptian Sudan and Palestině are actually 
governed by forcign powers. 

The second sub-diyision extends from the 
boLinds of China proper in the East up to the 
Western frontíer oř Turkey in Europe. This vast 
region is the homeland of Turko-Tartar races. It 
is here thatPan-Turanism gained numerous converts 
on the collapse of old Turkish and Russian Empires. 
The desíre of the Turks in Asia Minor for a reunion 
with their mother country in Central Asia had 
received a great impetus under the young Turks 
but the revival of a new Russia under Soviet regime 
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has dcait a clcathblow to Turkísh hopcs and * 
bitions. Excepf for Turkcy which is an hidefcn* 
dcnt State, thc rest oř rhis rcfííon is mosciy tnidc: 
Sovict Russia and compiiscs Turkistnn and Tían>' 
Caucasia. Western part of China known as Chin»\ír 
Turkístan ís also a part of Central Asin. ‘rhe 
area of this rcf-ion is 3 million square nules wsch n 
population of 45 millíons of whoni 40 milliorn' ;ne 
isíuslims. mostly of tne Turko-7‘arcar stock. 

The third sub-division is thc írnnian Pluer! 
which at present compiiscs thc cauntric< o: h '.a 
and Afghánistán. Herďersian ianiínail*' dnmin.U':- 
the cuiturai iifc of thc pcopic. The toral a:ca -t 
thi'! rc,Cion is a mdlion square miles wjrh n r 
lation of 30 millions grouped inco 15 million hanr 
and }5 million Af.chans, Biiuchísran i< ‘Cjnfh 
spcakupC a part of chi‘; rocíon and iias in th*’ r * • 
heen a province of tlie Porsian Ksnpite. 

The Arahs, thc Turíto-Tartar p''op!.>\ d-- 
Porstans and thc Atilhatn are rhi- m vtnk* 
of ísl.irn, Arábie. Tnrk-sh an<i Pet-.Mn r >n!ínn. * 
i->c purely Mu.siíni lanť.ii.Uio.' and ímc nnd.n >• ' 
iíitlucncc Ol fslamic cuitntc and ira.difíítm• II' 
reál vorlJ oť í^-lam ’.vhu h ss '^níí rha tr; sin re- • 
rhe p dífjcai p r.v.-r .nul ‘.rrcnrrh -li Mmí ' 
pi.‘se!Ued bv í'nc p.-.^pb' rh*-- ' ' 

Tin’ tnmrih and Itfríi nb- isvi*-:.*:*- * 1 btn- • 
',v,nld are lit Íkí atitl CPsuua icliícb, ; ei !s<”.- ' 
l^ř chc p 5'ít: m n; NPMfm >: inOíl 

u «st-M-í' 4 ua. a!ca an ( au' r.nrnc \ tut n I T ^ ‘ ' 
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Muslim States. The East Indies and thě Negro Belt 
of land extending right through the hcart of Africa 
from onc end of the continent to the other, are 
undoubtcdly Muslim regions, and in course of dme 
can aspirc to the status of independent Muslim 
countries. But their present political condition 
under the domination of forcign powers does not 
Icnd hopes of their gaining indcpcndence in the 
near futurc. The population of these regions is 
65 millions for East Indies and 60 millions for Sudan. 
The Malays and Negroes rcspcctively inhabít these 
regions. java is the most prosperous island of 
East Indies with a population of 50 millions. In 
Negro-Sudan, the country of Nigeria which is a 
British territory is the richest and most fertilc part 
with a population of 20 millions. The Eastern part 
of Sudan known as Abyssinia and Somaliland is 
inhabited by a mixed race of Negroes and Arabs 
called Ethiopíans in Abyssinia. Gallas and Somalís 
in the low lands. 

It will be evideiit from the brief deseription 
given above of what is known as the Muslim world 
that it can be divided into 7 broad divisions which 
are inhabited by 7 distinct races speaking 7 distinct 
languages, Arábie, Persian, Turkish, Urdu, Chinese, 
Maky and Negro dialects are in use in these 
regions and except in čase of Chinese and Urdu, 
which are spoken by vast numbers of Non-Muslims 
as well, all the other languages are predominantly 
Muslim in their influence. 

Let US here discuss in brief the political 
divisions of the Muslim world. There are at 



76 


PÁKISTÁN 


prescnt 7 independent Muslim States. Titrkey, han, 
Afghánistán. Saudi Arabia, íraq. Ycmen, and Esiypr 
with a total popnlation of 80 millions. Thus onfv 
l/5th of the worid Muslim popnlation cnjov< 
perfect indcpendcncc. The remaining 280 millioa- 
are mosdy iindcr the subjcction of varíous Europear. 
nations. Bcforc the prescnt war Grent Britínr, 
ruled over 100 millions. Holland nver 
millions. France over 35 millions. Sendet Rus^s:', 
over 25 millions. Italy over 10 mŠHioíty 
Spain and Portugac over another 5 míiíiun^• 
ín addition to chc 230 millions of Muslim.^ uruíťr 
European domination, 50 millions form pnrr of dtr 
Chíne.sc Empire, The Miislims ín Dutch 
índies háve now comc under Japanc.se rule. 

If .sclf-dctermination is npplied to tíie Mndtn: 
workl. the Briti.*:)! Empire wiil nlone give hirth í>> 
ntimher of independent Muslim States Th.' 
Pákistán States ín India. Palesrme .anti Maláy 
Peninsula in Asm. Egypci.an Sudan. Sornalilatíd ani 
Nigciia jn Africa- Šunilarly France vvíU háve r- 
hberare tlíc Arab States of Kíonícco. Ahierm.'Funi'. 
and Syria as well as the Negrt> terriíot ív:r'. h.tru' 
South of the French Sahnt. janat! wil! Imve i'* 
mnke rhe most solid contiibution to ťnc p'luh,'-.'; 
power oí ísíam by re^-toring to inu**peud>‘íu.e ?'>' 
niifhnns nt .Musluns hvtnii in Durch F.iNr fíiíJs" 
Rusd.i wd! makr ir pu-otblc ro 'nnne. mro eí^tu.u 
Turkist.in and ríic Muslun of Aretlctiuc 

Daíílie^rrti and Cnca-'-Ma in td.utc.oua fr.dv yU-, 
liavc jíf í.,*sr<}rc ind-’pe!iden.:e to Albuu;! ;uiU íío 
poli í,.*r u>. licí.* iicfsnc ;n cl‘-u í.*ť;n‘ *-.vh..’.t '.'tc fu- 
íe.i! denmíKÍ<of th-* NUvlitn v.orld ‘.vhích' víIí ' 
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the political aspirations of a Muslim. These are 14 
in number and can be described as follows:— 

1. Arabia to be formed into a confederation 
,so as to include the States of Saudi Arabia, Yemen, 
Oman. Kuwiet and other principalities of Arabia 
proper. 

2 Syria to form a federated State with 
perfect independence. Trans-Jordan, Palestině, 
Syria, proper; Lebanon, Latakia and Jebeli Druse 
should form the federal parts of the Syrian State. 

3. Egyptian Sudan should be joined to Egypt 
so that the two countries should be permanently 
placed under a common systém of government. This 
arrangement will add to the power and resources 
of Egypt and solve for her once for all, the popula- 
tion question. 

4. Tripoli, Tunis and Algeria to be declared 
independent, and United into a single statě under 
the Bay of Tunis. 

5. Morocco to be restored to complete indepen 
dence ; the portion known as Riff in the horth and 
now under Spanish rule as well as the Spanish Rio 
De Oro in the south be reunited with Morocco. 

6. The former Italian empire of Abyssinia 
which included Abyssinia proper, Eritrea and 
Somaliland be restored to independence and the 
territories known as British and French Somalilands 
be United with it. 
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7. Indcpendencc oř Central Asiti by n 
oř Russian and Chincsc Turkistan. 

S. Afghánistán to bc given ncccss to sea ai i 
the tirbal territory. be placcd under it. 

9. The northern countrics oř 
Punjab, Sind and Fronticr I^rovincc to he tiíuíea 
to form a separato federation, 

10. Eastern Bengál and As«:am to be divLifeJ 
a .separate part of India with řuil .vovereign tígh^ 
as an independent státe. 

11. The 4 Westertj Provinco.s oí China, wherr 
Muslims form a majtirity .•íhouíd beaílowed to h ;ve 
a separace federation indepondenr oř rhc Chme-'- 
Ernpirc. 

12. The island.s of Er\st Ííulies now itf.ví-': 
Japan, the MnUiya Peninsula. and the pt>rín>n > t 
Bricish Bornco to form nn nulcpendctít IVs-fetatí e; 
ot island States. 

n. Alí-^ama Aaerbaij.in. Dachestan 1 
Cucá.*'.''lan terntíny to be vleclated indepenJe:;; 
States, 

i4 Tlu' Fienrii and l/nfídi teiru-^tn- 
v.'e--tern Aíttca, oí the íhea? Atni.sn f "' 

be tormed i\-d ‘Mtion rt v. ;ííí 

Ntg--ria, S'ní;b.etn Nir* ri.t. bíeiuu Sis btía 
C‘s.o t, T*.r<4arol. Sjerte. bJ-esifh i iusro-b- ' \ 

C.j.rt, S>’n>‘e.d Níge:. Matnoten,: ^ í,}| .-n i ,••.'->1 ^ h - 
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If the above 14 demands of the Muslim world 
are realiscd, Miislims will háve 20 independent States 
in the world, of which 5 at least will be entitled in 
due coiirse to the status of first class powers. 
Below are given the Muslim countries with the 
respectivé area and population of each. 

Asia. 

Area in Population in millions 
Sq. miles 


1, 

Turkey 

294,000 

20 

2. 

Syria 

85,000 

5 

3, 

Iraq 

116,100 

3i 

4. 

Arabia 

1,050,000 

10 

5, 

Irán 

628.000 

15 

6. 

Afghánistán 
with Tribal 




areas 

300,000 

15 

7. 

Turkistan 

2,200,000 

20 

8. 

Pákistán 

381,000 

35 

9. 

East Bengál 
and Assam 

70.000 

40 


Western 

China 

345,000 

40 

11. 

Malay Island 
Empire 

3,100,000 

70 


Europe. 


12. 

Albania 

10,000 

1 

13, 

Azerbaijan 

33,000 

' 3 

14. 

Daghestan 

20.000 

2 

15. 

Circassia 

10,000 

1 
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Area in Porulation in millí,'.n«- 
Sq. miks 

Africn. 


16. 

Egypt & 



Siidan 1,250.000 

25 

17, 

Aigcria with 

Tunis and 



Tri poli 1.400.01^0 

10 

18. 

Morocco with 

Afričan 



Sahara 2.225.000 

10 

19. 

Abyssinin with 



Somaliland 700.(KK) 

jí5 

20. 

Western 



Africa 2.(Ki(U)')0 

50 


lTn67.í »UíV" 

385 


From thc populatinn íťptirc.*> 5uppht'(i 
it evidcniiy {oll«>’.vs tluit Malay íslarui'' \vsíl í<ní!i 
moít powtTiul Mu^íUm Staro, with itrutu*;?’** 
To<nijrce5 in man powcr nnU nntnral řortjiíryfO tl'<‘ 
ynil. Tho pookplo are ail M.iiays hy laeo. Mtnhm'* 
relirpnn and .‘'poak tho ^amo lanf.tniCo wph nnll 
di iícctic varintion-:. Wufi att area rxtoíidsín' 

11 lac Mpía.re miles, lOtíi rn v/íuch n rítlí in -.k 
mul with a p-ipnkuion m 7n rniIlíiHí'. fíu-*»‘ í*! -'-.!- 
aro do^-tir.od to plav a verv jrnp-ntatst p.irí n. tk ' 
u\>íld íd l-da.T.. o!íco ílu-vaííatn íu>.'ir iiuiop 
Nk":t tOř rh-e M.slav J-ind-, na. t p r:! n 

Sr íto wdl h' \Vo'r.-:si An: i van: ^ 
p ‘pidiíi 'n ')t 1’J fs.tííaai'. < i tr,.! x.nh. ■ ^ 
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millions, Bengál and Assam with 40 millions» and 
Pákistán with 35 millions, Thus if the World of 
Islám is liberated, it will háve five countries likely 
to become first class powers, four in Asia and one 
in Africa. In addition, there will be five more 
second class States, each with population exceeding 
15 millions which are in course of time bound to 
become first class powers due to the rise in 
population or the generál advancement in materiál 
prospects These are Turkey, Egypt, Persia, 
Turkistan. and Afghánistán. These countries are 
at present sparsely populated but in 50 years hence 
their population will háve more than doubled and 
they will come to exert a very great influence in 
the World problems provided all of them continue 
to enjoy complete independence which at present 
is denied to Turkistan and the Egyptián Sudan. 

At present there are three great dangers which 
threaten the movement for independence in the 
Muslim World, The first danger is in the form of 
the Minority Problém in India, China and Russia. 
The Muslims in these three countries number 
respectively 90, 50 and 25 millions and yet they 
are assigned the status of minorities and 
denied the right of šelf determination to grow up 
into independent Muslim national States, In Russia 
the movement for Pan-Turanism which aimed at the 
unification of all Turko-Tartar races and worked 
for the ideál of a strong Muslim Empire in Central 
Asia including the five Soviet Rcpublics of 
Turkistan and Chinese Turkistan received a severe 
set"back on the rise of Bolshevic influence. But 
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thcrc are signs chat the Muslim^ oí Centrai A''í.í 
not rest conccnt wtch theií pie^rnt 
condition iindcr thc domination oí Ru^oan jn i 
Chincsc Empircs and wil] h.' rhe íitsr tn rn*' 
arms whcn thcrc is a tavoinahle oppí^rtunjfv. 
India, thc movcmont tor scpa:aríoí\ is .Catnini; írs^^f 
srrcn.Cth cvery dav and thc Muslim inrelh.C-Uif-’; 
i.< fuliy conscious oř its nntional impotrafHW 
poal hofoio a Muslim is ctimpieíe nidcp-^tuíenr-" í-'* 
those parrs of India whete he K" capahie le' ioin u s 
indcpcnderu Muslim Srnte.v un the punnph- £ t ' ír 
dctermtnarion, The Palostan rmn-emrnt prt-^-^n* 
a ncw idcni in this dirocnon In China rhe ŇUohí: 
are at presenr alhcd witli riie National C vernn'*': t 
in its sfíuijpie aj-ainst japan, huí ?t the Vv r 
torrninntcs succe.ssfully m ínve-ut of (,‘hina. oí 
M uslim.satesuto cn jiain a voice toi the k. uís d; iau ” 
oř tiícír politicni pt.>\vei in the Western Pr.'vuv 
oí Citina whore thev ate a majority n- \ >pi:hť 
ín fiie ihijvínce*' oí Kansu. Knu>íia, Cháne*-!! n. rh 
Mushnu form heiuanm A) ansl Ní psu «* tu rp 
pcípuíaíion v.dule in ^ísatoi. '^hen*'! íiiípseh - - I 
Vunan, thev i‘\:c.'ed \'l pet rt-nr. Whfh í 'I' eí 

rerihOítnl !••a•iíu‘■ta^'nr. Mr.íuit n'-ifí ai <.tn * 
>:on*- i:-i.ire»i uí Vv*e rern í.'ÍU!!.' ,iti í Míi-hm 


h.' eoMted ^>'tth p ípnl.iri 
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Arabs’ lands bordering the Mediterranean Sea. Italy 
tried to converfe the Muslim countries of Tripoli, 
Albania and Smaliland into Italian colonies and has 
been casting longing looks on Tunis, Syria and Egypt. 
Germany wancs as her share of the loot, the French 
possessions in Africa including Morocco and Algeria 
to accommodate her surplus population,' This 
problém, however, does not face Great Britain and 
France sofar as the Muslim countries are concerned, 
Great Britain has vast colonies in her self-governing 
Dominions of Canada, S. Africa, Australia and New 
Zaaland which are more than sufficient to provide 
living space for her additional population, France, 
on the other hand, is not facing population problém 
at present. France’s present population of 42 
millions is much below her own requirements when 
it is realised that France is as big as Germany and 
3^et is inhabited by a population half that of 
Germany. Thus the threat to Muslim countriés 
lies in the colonial policy of Germany and Italy, 
both of whom covet the Muslim lands of N. Africa 
and wish to convert them into their own colonies 
where the Muslim population will be slowly extir- 
pated as has been the fate of Tripoli. From a 
population of a million and a quarter of Arabs in 
1911, the Italian colony of Libya, the*new name 
given to Tripoli, has now an Arab population of 
ó/4 million. Haif a million Arabs háve perished 
during the last 25 years. Japan too has her own 
colonial ambitions and may in future divert her 
surplus population to the Muslim islands of 
Borneo and Sumatra which are sparsely populated 
at present. 
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A tiiird dnnger fo ihc Muslim World lies in 
the ncw íorces of ajítíression udiich havc for several 
yenrs in thc past bccn rclcascci in tho world by 
Japan. ícnly, Gctmany and Russia in succession. 
'riiesc counrncs, particularly thc rirst three were 
not satisřicd with rhc post-wat settlement of 
Europe and other parts of the world in 1919 and 
desirc a rodistríhution to suit thcir interests. If it 
had hecn simply tlicir nim to scek markcts abroad 
ťor thc cxpnnsion nf thcir trade, that wouid not 
háve bccn such a mcnacc to Muslims but the danger 
lies in thc řacc tliar they opcnly deny that the na¬ 
ti ves whom they want to govern havc any right at 
all to deserve indepcndcncc. Ic is common know- 
Icdgc that Grcat Brirain built up her empire with 
imperiál interests m view but gradually as a result 
of awakcning among rhc subjcct pcoples which is 
primarily due to thc demociatic traditions of the 
British people, Grcat Brirain is řast ndapting hef 
policy to satisfy thc subjecr pcopics. Botii Great 
Britain and France are democracies. They believe 
in parlíamentary ínstítutions and the right of the 
people to govern. Though the subject peoples are 
not yet in the cnjoyment of those rights which the 
people in Great Britain and France possess, yet the 
merc fact that these countries háve faith in demo- 
cratic institutions has a tremendóus influence upon 
their dealings with the subject peoples. It is main- 
ly due to this influence that Great Britain has 
already granted Dominion Status to her British 
parts of the Empiry, that she has agreed to the 
freedom of Egj pt and Iraq and is resolved to deve- 
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lop self-governing institutions in India and the rest 
of her empire. Can we conceive that Germany 
and Italy will ever show a geniiine interest in the 
good of fcheir siibject peoples ? How can we expect 
fair treatment froni these countries when the 
people in their own homelands háve been deprived 
of a democratic focm of government and its atten- 
dant bcnefits ? 



PART ir 

PROBLEMS OF PÁKISTÁN 

/. Pákistán and the Sikhs. 

The PnkÍ5ran Schomc has raised a storm of 
opposition trom ccrtaifi c|uartcrs which do not sec 
eyc to cyc witii Musiims. The Sikhs in particuiar 
liavc expressed their strong opposition throuíh a 
number o’f mcetinfis Master Tara Síngh, the 
leader of the extremist scction ainong the Sikhs, has 
declarcd that the Pákistán scheme lias dealt a blow 
to the cause of Swaraj and that the Sikhs will 
repudiato it. Sir Jogendra Síngh. a moderatc Sikh 
leader, admics that “ob.staclos in the way of union 
are many. Therc is a pervading air of distrust which 
is growing as the days pass.." Hc agrees with the 
Mu.slims that "theoiies of pure democracy are 
inapplicable to India oř as a matter of fact to any 
coiintry.” Hc suggests that “the remedy is not 
separation, but balanced representation of all 
interests. It is in securing balanced representation 
of the classes as the masses that Mr. Jinnah will 
find the best means of securing the position of his 
co-religionists.” 

The basic idea of opposition to the Pákistán 
Scheme is supplied by the notion, held so far* that 
India with its present boands and límits is a 
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permanent geographical unit and not a mere 
collection of countries, as is believed by Muslims. 
One may justly invite the attention of the reader 
to the condition of India immcdiately prior to the 
British rule. The Punjab, with some parts of the 
Frontier Province and Kashmir, was an independent 
kingdom under the Sikhs; Sind and Baluchistan 
were goverňed by their own chiefs, while the rest 
of India was split up into a number of independent 
States of which the most important were the 
Mahratta confederacy, Mysore, Hyderabad, Oudh 
and Bengál, Whatever unity India achieved in the 
past under Muslim rule was the result of external 
circumstances which brought the greater part of 
India under a centrál administration. Eyen prior 
to the Muslim invasion of India, the country had 
lacked unity. 

When Mahmud of Ghazni invaded India in 
the tenth cen tury, he met with no united opposi- 
tion from a Central Hindu Empire. The Indián 
continent was then divided into a number of inde¬ 
pendent kingdoms often at war with one another, 
and mostly goverňed by Rajput chiefs. This period 
in Indián History which roughly extends over 600 
years, is called the Rajput Period. Strictly speak- 
ing, during the long Hindu Period which extended 
over 2,000 years or more, India never existed as a 
single political unit with the present-day bounds 
^ and limits. As is truly described by the author of 
' Roberťs Historical Geography, “no lasting imperiál 
dominion in India was ever established by a Hindu 
people, though on three occasions such an event 
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appcared to come within thc boiinds of possibilíty.' 
The short-livecl empire of Asoka which was strictly 
-speakinií a liiuldhist cntcrprisc. did not include 
many parts of present-dny India wbilc Samundra 
Gupta's cmpiio nbouf duO A. D. and Harsha's 
cmpiic 2í)() ycarí: later did not extend beyond tiie 
river jumna and rhc Vindyachal Mountains. nor did 
,thcy foLind any lastini- dynasty. 

The past cicarly indicates that it was the 
Muslims who first gave thc idea of unity co the 
pcopic in tlie vast sub-concinent of India, and tliis 
not with a view to sec the Muslim population 
absorbed arnong thc Hindus, but simply because it 
siiited thc expansion policy oř thc Muslim kings. 
Hindus and Muslims never joined togethér as mem- 
bers of onc eoherent natíon, but oniy as members 
oř two dířfcrcnt rclígions and cultures who were 
placed by deštiny under a common systém of 
government. The Muslim kings undoubtcdly pur- 
sucd a liberál policy of toleration towards their 
Hindu subjects, rceognised their freedom of religion 
and worship, and extended their favours alike to 
Hindus and Muslims. Under Akbar the Great, an 
attempt was made for the first time to unitě 
Hindus and Muslims by an appeal to a new com¬ 
mon religion, but the attempt met with opposition 
from all quarters and proved a failure, Thereafter 
the Hindus and Muslims never had any opportunity 
to work together under a common systém of 
government which they could claim as the result of' 
their own efforts. On the other hand, the rise of 
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thc Sikh5. Rniputs and Mahrattas on ťhc collapse of 
thc Mughal Empire and rhcir frequent inroads into 
Muslim States oť Hydcrabad. Oudh, and Bengál, 
widened rhe giilf that aiready separated thc Hindu 
from ihe Muslim and gave clear proofs that the 
new Hindu movements wcrc inspired by a fecling 
of hatred towards Muslim religion and people and 
aimed at rheir complcte domination and suppres- 
sion. History stil! reminds us of the oppressive 
and tyránnical rule to which thc Muslims were sub- 
jcctcd under thc Sikhs in thc Punjab and the Mah- 
rattas in Ccntial and Southern India. 

If thc British had not comc into the fíeld, 
therc would háve been a dccisive tria! of strength 
between thc Muslims and Hindus. and the one- 
nation theory of Mr. Gandhi would háve been shat- 
tered once for alb The combined might of Mysore, 
Hydcrabad. Bengál and Oudh. backed up by the 
active'support fo Muslim countries beyond India, 
was still quite strong cnough to cope with the new 
dangers that threatened Muslim solidarity in India. 

Even in their decadent condition, thc Muslims 
yet ruled over more than fi population of India. 
The modem provinces of the U. P. Bengál, Bihar; 
Orissa, Assam, Sind, the greater part bf Madras 
Presidency, which was then ruled by the Nawab of 
Carnafcic or Hyder Ali of Mysore, and Mysorc 
ifcself were all wrested by the British from the 
Muslims. The Mahrattas and Sikhs together 
governed less than i of India and their sway 
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extoDticd avcY ilu' PunjaK BoniKiy I^rcííidcncy and 
íhe Central Provinceí:. 

Tlíc Sikh ktniídom in tho Punjab was hound 
lo collapsedn the lonj-í nui. a.s the Sikli? wcrc torn 
away by murunl jealousies and quaircls of the 
variouíc trii’'e5 and vvere e^•po^ed to atrack.v on their 
\ec,<tcrn bounds by stroipc and barely Muslim 
warriors. The bikhs wore a mcrc minority in rhcir 
ovvn kingdoití and had secuivd domination over a 
pcople wbo wcrc phy5icnliy ami intcDectually oi’ 
the samo brand as chcmseivcs. The Muslim jars 
and Rajputs oť the Punjab ournvimlwrcd the Sikhs 
by 5 to .1 and would háve risen in níms if the Sikh 
kingdom had been invadcd by Muslim armies and 
thcrc had arison intcrnal difťcrcnccs amoiyC the 
Sikh chiefs. 

This. howcvcr, could not be said in rciíard to 
Muslim rule in Bcnsial. Mysore and Sind. The 
Muslíms wcrc a majority of population in Bengál, 
and found to their advantago a subject peoplc whe 
wcrc poor in physical strength and inrollecr. In 
Mysore. Hyder AH had cstahlishcd a strong king* 
dom. The subject pcopic wcrc mostly Hindus, biit 
rhey had been so demoralised by centiuies of pcace- 
fui rule in the past that they had lost touch with 
the art of fighting. 

The Mahratta danger had lost its moral force- 
The crushing defeat fn the third battic of Panipat 
in 171 p had dcalt a dcath blow to the power of the 
Peshwas and hence-forth, Hoikars, Scindias and 
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Bhonsla had bccomc the rívals for the dístribution 
of the Mahratia Empire. The mutual jealousies 
andquarrels oř the Mahiatca chiefs woiild háve once 
again tiirncd to tlíc advantage of the Miislims and 
anothcr appeal to the Muslim kingdoms to unitě 
against a common danger would háve once again 
proved a dccisivc factor in the histoi^ of India. 
Whatever might háve been the outcome of the st- 
ruggle. in the long runitwas certain that the Mus¬ 
lim majořities in Bengál and North-West of India 
would háve been politicall}' awakened to their own 
sense of importance. Muslims might háve lost their 
States in those parts of India where they were a 
minority, but ihey would háve gained a permanent 
foothold in Bengál and North-West where they 
were a majority of population. 

It is. however, of no use to unravel the past 
except to learn the lesson that India was never united 
into one nation, and that prior to the British rule, 
the political leaders of the Muslims and Hindus 
struggled for the mastery of power- If the two 
communities had agreed to mark their spheres of 
influence and confined their activities to the 
consolidation bf their respective positions in those 
areas where they were in a majority and were 
entitled to govern, a common line of action might 
háve been pursued againsfe fehe new British danger. 
But India was then a mere geographical expression 
and no statesman could visualise a future where 
both communities could live as a united nation. 

A similar position confronts India to-day, 
The Empire is passing through a political erisis, It 



92 


PROnLEMS OF PAKISTAN 


is rondy to rcicase íts hold on India, providcd the 
peopío comc lo rcrms witli it on an agrccd for* 
mula. Hindus or Muslims .■?cpnratcly cannot 
bcnd tho Government to yicld to any of 

thcir domands. Unlcs? thcy unitě, the cause for 
independoncc is likely to bc indcfinitely postponcd. 
The political Icadeis of horh the communitícs háve 
failed to inspire confidcnce among pcoplc other 
tiian thcir own. The Muslims are not prepared to 
livc as n minority community in thosc provinces 
wíicrc thcy are in a majority and demand the status 
of an independent nation. Hindus. on the other 
band. wish to keep India united, as in this way alone 
thcy can dominate the Centre and control the 
Muslim Provinces. 

The problém, so far as Hindus and Muslíms 
aic conccrncd is verv siniple and admíts of no 
ínsupcrab]c difficultics. The Muslims form 
one-fourth of the total population of India and 
number 90 millions. It is nothing less than political 
jugglery to trcat such a big community as a minority 
for the saké of a united India which never existed 
in the past and which does not appeal to the 
Muslim political mind, There is no precedence 
among independent countries of to-day where such 
a big minority exists. 

In Europe there is hardly any country with a 
minority exceeding one or two millions in numben 
The German Empire of to-day has under it many 
non-German peoples, Poles, Czechs, Danes, etc., but 
this is not considered a permanent solution of the 
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problém. The primary object of the present wa'r in 
ťacc is to liberatc these minontics from German rule. 

Europcan statesmcn after the last Great War 
made a serious cfiort to settle the minority problém. 
The word “minority" was given a definite 
interpretation. It was subjected to two clear 
definitions. Iť a minority is scattered in a country, 
and does not form a compact majority by itself in 
any well-dcřined geographical part, it can only be as- 
sured oť safeguards for the protcction of its religion, 
languagc and cul ture. Converscly. if a minority 
occLipies a compact aiea in a country. forming majo¬ 
rity of its population, it is entitled to separate in¬ 
dependent existence. The Magyars in Rumania, the 
Croats i 11 Jugoslavia, the Poles in pre-war Germany, 
the Muslim Tatars in European Russia numbercd 
more than a million each, but as they did not occupy 
compact areas in their respective countries so they 
were assigned the status of minorities. Muslims in 
European Russia are a majority in Crimea, Kalmuk, 
Bashkir, Daghestan, fCazan and number over 5* 
millions and yet they are treated as a minority! 
community for the obvious reason that they are 
scattered over areas which are not contiguous. The 
Magyars occupy compact areas inside the Transyl- 
vanian Province of Rumania, and yet they are 
deprived of the status of an independent nation.^ 

On the Same lineš, the Sikhs are a minorit^f 
in the-Punjab, numbering 3 millions, and can onb. 
be assured of profcection of religion, language anc 
culture like the minorities in European countries 
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o,; 

If tlicy nro conccdcd thc status oř an independent 
nntion, thc Muslims in Hindu Provinces likc U. P- 
whcre thcy are double thc numbcr oř Síkhs, ín Bíhar 
and Assam wiicrc thev cxcccd Sikhs and in Madras 
and Bomhay whcre thcy are slitíhtly lowcr in 
population tlian thc Siklis in thc Punjab, will aiso 
háve to bc conccdcd tiic status of independent 
narions. 

A minority, howevcr. can claím tiic status of 
nn independent nation only when it is settled in a 
welbdefined and compacc gcographical region. 
European stntc.smcn in 1919 were clcarly alive to 
this fact when thcy broke up thc Austro-Hungarian 
Empire into a numbcr of separate States and 
rceognised thc indcpcndcncc of five States on thc 
westesn border oř Russia. 

The Fínns. thc Esthonians, thc Latvians, the 
Lithuanians and the Poles lived before the last 
war as minorities in European Russia. Theír 
countries formed part of Russia and were linked 
together with it by means of Communications and 
other Gconomical factors. The entire Russían 
freign trade of the Baltic Sea passed through the 
seaports on the western coast. Yet it was deemed 
necessary to establish five independent States in 
the West of Russia. By a simple readjustment of 
Russian administrativě Provinces, nevv States were 
created and the minorities were converted into 
majorities. 

Therc was, however, one essential condítion 
which entided these minority peoples to claira 
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iniiep.’jult*nce. TW\$ w.is tiu' fact tliat thoy worc 
no: .<<.*,uteuvl in ncinihor.^ ovct a bip area. Inir 

were c nicoiUrateJ in c-nnp.iet aien.< oř well-deťíncd 
iiniíts where they řorineii a majonry of popularion. 
Here iii huii.í. it tho piincsplc oř .'.elř-dcterminntion 
is apphed. Tne pei<v'nr 11 Piovinccs will clcarly bc 
reeoijni.^ced a< welbdeťined peoinapiiical uníts, 
cníiíled to ciaim iull iiuicpendcnce if the peopic so 
deinand. 

Ir i.< .-iiniply ei>nřiK<iníi the Í55ucs when 
the Siki>i; put up iiu'ir cn$e in the catcí^ory 
oí the ^iusliln c.<mnuinity oť India. If the 
Muslim.s' ot Hindu India wlicrc tlicy number 
over 25 milhon? cnn bc content to live 
under n Hindu majority rule at tne Centre, there 
is no rca.^on Nvhy the Sikhs witii a numcrical 
strcnjith oí 3 millions <hould not bc content with 
their statuí: in the Muslim Federation of the 
Noith-Wesc. 

The Sikh.‘: ^hould Icarn the Icsson from other 
countric 5 . A minority so small in numbers, and scat- 
tered ovet diřřcrcnt parts of one country, cannot 
attain the status of an indepndent nation. As I 
háve stated abovc, tlíc Magyars in Rumania, the 
Muslim Tartars in European Russia, tha Jews in pre- 
war Poland, the Croats in Jugo-SIavia can by no 
no streteh of imagination bc allowed to háve inde¬ 
pendent States. The Jews numbered 3 millions in 
Poland before Gcrmany ínvaded the country, but it 
was never concedcd that they could -ever ciaim 
the status of an independent natión, Similarly 
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the Muslim Tanars in Europcau Russia, who 
number 5 millions. cannot ciaim thc status 
of an inticpcndent nation. The Sikhs are a 
mitiority in thc strtet sensc of thc worci and 
their futiirc is irrevocably conncctcd with 
Muslim North-West, whcrc they will hc assigned 
tlíc status of an imporrant minority with speciál 
rigirts and privileges over and abovc their numericai 
strength, The Muslims are serving thc cause of 
thc rca! Punjab when tbey ciaim separatíon for ítas 
in this vvay alonc thc Punjabis can dominate the 
proposed Nortn-West Federation, 

The Punjab can play no imporrant part in a 
United India whcrc its interests will bc inadeguate- 
ly dofcndcd at thc Centre and where it will lose its 
present position as an independent cconomic unit. 
The crearion oř a bigger Punjab with natural cx- 
pansion in the North-West and South, so as to 
include Kashmir, the Frontier Province, Sind and 
Baluchistan, is in reality the regeneration of the old 
historical kingdom which thc Sikhs tried to keep 
United in their time of glory and which now will be 
supported by the combined might of Muslims and 
Sikhs, A true Punjabi should always try to plače 
the interests of his country fiist and should never 
agree to see his country fall from its reál position. 
The Punjab as a dominant partner in a Federation 
of the North-West will be the master of its own 
house and will exert her full force at the Centre. 

It will háve a commanding voice in determining 
the problems that will affect its own future and 
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will control the aimy, the navy, air and other 
defence Services in proportíon to its population. 
Can it be expected in čase of a united India, that 
the Panjab will play the dominant part ? Already 
the present monopoly of the Punjab in the army 
has been challenged and the time is not far when 
the Sikh and Muslim elements ín the army will be 
reduced to iňsignificance. Similarly the economic 
interests of the Punjab are bound to come into 
conflict with Hindu India. The Punjab's future 
lies in the pursuit of an economic policy which will 
pay due regard to the interests of its agricultural 
population composed maíniy oř Muslíms and Sikhs 
and aiso encourage industry and trade so as to 
prevenb these from becoming the sole monopoly of 
a single class. i.e. the Hindu Bania. The country will 
be a loser all round and will be at the mercy of the 
capitalists of Hindu India if it accepts a systém of 
government at the Centre where its voice will be 
comparatívely inefřective. 

Politícally, geographically and economically, 
the Punjab has more in coramon with Kashmir, the 
Frontier Province, Baluchistan and Sind than with 
the rest of India, The entire North-West is a 
distinct natural region fertilised by ihe Indus and 
its five tríbutaríes, It has separate drainage and 
railway systems. It has a separate outlet in Karachi 
through which the bulk of its foreign trade passes. 
It is separated from the rest of India by the river 
Jumna and the deserts of Rajputana, If a barrier 
were raísed on the eastern boundary of the Punjab 
and all Communications were stopped with the rest 
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oí India, tlicrc woidd be no grcat effcct on the 
cconomic Hfo of chc pcoplc. Whatcver Punjab 
\vaiit5 to obtain from tbc West it can háve through 
Karnchi. Its exports havc a natural outlet in the 
soutíi-wcst It. is in fact a complete well-defined 
fíeojíraphica} unit raising no adniinistrativc difficul- 
tics on its separation from the rest of India, 



2 . The Lea^ue Solution 

The Lahorc Resolution of the . All-India 
Muslim League la^^s down the hasíc principles 
unJerlsdng the solutioii of the minority pioblem iii 
India. It recommends adequate. effective, and 
mandatorv safeduards £or minorities in the pie- 
dominanť Muslim arcas in the North West and 
East of India for the protectioii of their religious, 
cultural, economic, political, administrativě and 
other rights and interests. ín consultatíon with 

Ona similar reciprocal basis, the resolution 
demands that ‘'in other parts of India where the 
Mussulmans are in a minority, adequate, eftective 
and mandatory safegůards shall be specially provided 
in the costitution for them and other mmorities 
for the protection of their • religious, cultural, 
economic, political, administrativě and other rights 
and interests in consultation with thein. 

It ís obvious that the Muslim League offers 
the same constitutional safegůards to non-Muslim 
minorities in the two proposed Pákistán States that 
it demands for Muslim minorities in other parts ot 
India where Hindus are in a majority The re¬ 
solution is unambiguous and frank in defining e 
scope of the , constitutional safegůards whic 
comprise almost every thing that could 
sidered essential to the protection of the rig 
a minority. 
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nnn)y>iní; thc sicnificnncc and ihe far 
te:u:hinii-u'iíoo! oř thc constitnrionnl safcguards as 
envisag>*J ín tho Lahorc Rcsohition, it will řacili* 
Mfe fhc corroct uíidcrííranding oř rhc prohJcm to 
ťxposi' thc hoUowncss oí criticisms that atc levelied 
from hoj-tilc quarror.s agnínst che rcsolution. It is 
said that thc Lahoro Rosofutíon docs not make a 
rc.d contrihiiríon to thc solurion oř thc minority 
problcm jn India as minorícícs are bound to cxíst 
hotlt ín Mushin and Hindu pares of India after the 
crention oř the Pákistán States; that the same cons- 
tituíional sateguards as are ofřcicd to minoritics in 
Pákistán States and the rest of India can be offered 
to Miislims in a united India where they' will be 
trcated ns a spccially lavoured minority; that the 
rcciprocal basis on which constitutional safcguards 
háve hecn Inid down in thc resolntioji cannoc be 
maintained ařrcr India has bcch split up into inde¬ 
pendent sovereign States as intcrnational law pre- 
vcnfs onc State fiom interfering in the interna] 
affairs of another. 

All these objectíons are made in a partisan 
spirit to confusc tíic rcal issue, which is that the 
Muslims beíng a separatc nation are entitled to the 
right of šelf- determínation ín those compact and 
well-defined parts of India where they are in a 
majority. The All-India Muslim League has offer¬ 
ed a workable solution of the minority problém; 
and under fche circumstances the League the 

oniy possible solution. If the Congress, Hindu 
Mahasabha or any other politícal organísation has 
any other alternativě or scheme which can win tne 
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good will of the vast majorit}’- of Muslims» thc 
laífcer are prcparcd to considcr it on its merit. So 
far the Congrcss and Mahasabha háve absolutely 
failed to convince thc Muslims that their interests 
can better bc servcd by demanding Federation than 
Separation. 

The Mahasabha Scheme is too well- 
known to deserve any speciál notice. It 
envisages a united India where Hindus will 
possess the rights of a sovereign nation and all other 
communities. including Muslims, will be assigned 
the status of permanent minorities- It further 
anticipates a strong government at the centre with 
unfettered control over the Provinces, so as to 
leave no chance to Muslim Provinces to claim 
separation in futurc. Dr. Moonji, a prominent 
Mahasabha leader, defined in a speach at Bezwada 
on December 24, 1940, the objects of Hindu 
Nationalism in these words, “The nationalism 
hither-to preached by the Indián National Congress 
is hybrid and unscientific and the Hindu Mahasabha 
holds before the Hindu nation the prospect of the 
Hindu nationalism, Hindu rule and Hindu kingdom. 
To achieve this, the Hindu Mahasabha rightly 
believes that violence is the effective weapon.” 

The Congress Scheme also presupposes a 
United India, but it differs from the Mahasabha 
Scheme in its approach to the minority problém. 
Whereas the Mahasabha admits that Hindus and 
Muslims are separate .natíons and that Hindus 
being in a majority in India are alone entitled 
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to popc'.';íí tile ri^íu5 of n .sovereign nation, 
tiie C^iníirc^jí iflnorcs thnt thcrc is any 
minority in Indiu in thc political scnsc and openiy 
nsserfs that Hirulus and Mu.<iims, bcing members 
iif n cnmmnti indián naríon, nuist work togethcr 
foť a Fedcral Government nc the centre which wiil 
coutrol sucli imporrnnt matters as Dcfence. 
Comnuínicaiioníi. Forci.tín Affnirs. Ciistoms. Ciirre- 
ncy, etc. Tiie Coníresi; hclícvcs that a constitution 
hnsed on dernocratic principlcs, and representing 
nlí cícmentí; nf ÍíidíaV popuíatíon on the hasis of 
nduít iranchisr. wiil sntisfy the best íntcrests of the 
coiinrry aí? n wholc. • 

Ir is. howcvcr, uttcrly blind to.the fact that a 
dcmocratíc constitution presupposes a hemogeneous 
nation which docs not exist in India. You cannot 
forcc the FinOvS to livc togecher with Russians 
under a common constitution, simply because 
dcmocracy in their casc mcans acceptance of per¬ 
manent domination by Russians. For a similar 
reason, the Irish CathoJics do not want to live as 
members oř a common British nation, as their 
íntcrests can better be safeguarded by their own 
independent Government than by even an excessive 
representadon ověř and above their population rado 
in the British Parliament. No nation can ever 
remaín sadsfied with constitutional safeguards and 
other political concessions when ít ís conscious of 
its own importance and is determined to defend its 
íntcrests uninterfered with by others. 

I now return to the raain objections. The 
Lahore resoludon undoubtedly presupposes the 
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existence of minoiitics in lJ'3kistan States and Hindu 
India, but that docs not makes no attempt 

to solve the ininoriiv ques^*®^- ^ united India, 

90 miilions ol Muslíms are left permanently as a 
minoritv communitv. governraent, however 

strong 'it mav bc. can k^ep attached to is cause 
such a strong element of li^ subjects who will ever 
bc rcady on the first f^vourable opportunity to 
disown tbcir allcgicnce. Therc is no modem 
country which prescnts minority problém in such 
an acute form as Indra. 

The League Rosolu^ion reduces the Muslim 
minoritv of 90 mdlions to than 30 inillions by 
assigning to the rest sei:|arate homelands where it 
will be master of its own Í'‘Ouse. 

Obviously, a country can be more efficiently 

governed if it has to face opposition of a mino¬ 
rity scattered over a wide tlistance than a minority 
concentrated in compacř parts and capable of 
thteatening its very cxistPn“- With the separation 
ofthe Muslim predomií^ant arcas of the North¬ 
west and the East. the přroportion o£ Hmdus will 
tise from 70 p.c. at prese/^*^ P-^' j 

India, while the Muslim will be reduced 

from 25 p.c. to 10 p.c. 

Ts this not a tremendous gain for Hindu 
India? The stability an'd peace of India can only 
be best assured i£ the difcpntented parts are separa- 
ted from it. India is toP b>g to suffer any apprecia- 
blc materiál loss bv the separation ofone fourthof 
its total area and popuIi>«°"- ^ 
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popiiiation of nbout 280 millions aftcr the crcation 
of thc cwo Pákistán States, can vet possesc suffí* 
cicnt re5oir'ccs and mcans to pJayan effcctíve part 
as an tnclepeiulont státe, Thus it is apparent that 
the Lcaf.uo resedution docs not at^jlravatc tlie mino¬ 
rity piohlcm; rather it removes thc sting from it 
and redttees it to thc nnirowcst possiblc limits. 

To thc ohjection thnt if constitiicional safe- 
gunrds ran sntisfy thc minorirics aftcr the creation 
of l\akÍ5tan, why clont they satisfy the Muslim 
minority in India as a wholc, the right answer is 
that thc Muslinis are not a minority in the sense in 
which minoritics c.xist in other countries. More 
than řirds of them lívc ín tvvo distinct zones of 
India whcrc judged by cvery modem test. they are 
cniitlcd to tiic rights of a sovereign nation. Cons- 
titutiona! safeguards can satisfy a minority which 
has no other alternativě but to accept them. A 
minority which docs not muster strong in any re- 
eognísed part of a country and is numcrically weak- 
cr cverywhere than thc majority community, can- 
not claim thc status of an independent nation- 

Také the example of Jews in Poland prior to 
this war. Out of a population of 36 millions, the 
jews formed 13/Ó in Poland, exacíb’- in the same 
proportíon as the Sikhs are in the Punjab, yet as 
they were not in a majority in any compact part of 
Poland, they couid not demand independence and 
had to be satisfied with constitutional safeguards- 
The objection in question has arisen out of the 
misinterpretation ot the term “minority.” A true 
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minority always remains a minority in špite of 
any geographical adjustments that may be made to 
secure for it a discinct and separate home-land. But 
a minority which can be converted into a majority 
in any recognised part of a country cannot be called 
a trne minority and hence must be entitled to the 
right of self-determmation. 

The break-up of Czarist Russia and Austro- 
Hungarian Empires after the last war into a number 
of independent States was the direct result of the 
recognition of this principle. The pre-war, mino- 
rities becarae independent nations in the post-war 
period. The Poles, the Czechs, the Magyars, the 
Jugo-SIavs, the Aastrians, the Esthonians, the 
Latvians, Lithuanians and the Finns were recong- 
nised as minorities before 1914 in Europe, but in 
1919 they had come into existence as independent 
nations. 

The 3rd objection is that after the partition 
of India into independent States, there will be no 
guarantee that the latter will not abrogate the cons- 
titutional safeguards, and leave the minorities un- 
protected. .Undoubtedly international law prevents 
one State ťrom interferíng in the affairs of another. 
The objection however ignores the complete change 
of heart that will také plače after the partition of 
india. Hindas and Miuslims will respectively be 
secure and free in the enjoyment of the full sover¬ 
eign rights to which they will be entitled on popu- 
lation basis. The minorities will cease to claim 
more than what has been fixed as their due share 
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ou thc baííí< aí a miitual inuicríítanaing frčely arriv- 
cJ at prior to thc pnríition oí india. 

The .Muslim minority ot Hindu india will in 
Jue c<Hn>‘c Ivťvunc confont wirh its lot. and ccajc 
to look to thc Mushms beyond for help. íc wili 
Ikivc thc mcnt.ii <.uii:iaction íhat thc Musíims in 
thcií majority province.^ are in iintcrtcrcd control 
oť íhci-r dc<t!nics atml rhat it musr accept thc role 
oí a niiiiotiry a.< thcrc is no other moral or Icgal 
alternativě ro it- Simil.arly. thc Hináus in thc 
Pákistán States will pursuc rhcir oceupations petice* 
fully. and wiil ccasc to look to Hindu India for 
help. 

As a mcasure oÍ restoriu^ confídence and as 
a precnution that constiturional safo.cnards wiil K' 
stricrly adhered to, Pákistán and Hindu India 
Government.^ can sign a inutuai pact of geod will 
and understanding and providc some sihrablc niachi* 
nerv, may be through an independent tribunál for 
arbitration in cases oí disputo when a minority is 
suspeeted oí beíng tyrannised ověř by a majority. 

The systém oi chceks and balanccs that is 
thc ossentiai basis oť thc Lcague rcsolution is che 
ideál solution under the existing conditions. 

lí it is supposed for a moment that it cannet 
work with success how much more it is truc if the 
entito xMusiim nation is placcd as a minonTy in a 
United India under thc uominadon of a permanent 
Hindu majority. Trust begets trust. If Hindus 
can trust thc biuslims for thc protcedon ot non- 
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Muslim mínorities in Pákistán States, Muslims can 
equally trust the Hindus for the protection of 
Muslims and other minorities. The League reso- 
lution rests on the mutual good will of the two 
nations. Hindus and Muslims; it does not plače 
Undue strain on the good-will of one nation alone. 
The Congress, on the other hand, wants Muslims 
as a whole to be satisfied witli constitutional 
safeguards and to depend for their enforcement on 
the good-will of the majority communitj^ There 
is no check on the latter if át adopts an attitude oř 
aggression in its dealíngs with Muslíms> 

The sincerity of the League is evidení from 
the fact the it bases relations between the majority 
and minority communities on a reciprors:^ under- 
standing. ‘Do to others as you wish to re doně 
by^ is its motto. It concedes in deer terms to 
minorities in Pákistán what it claíms fcr reíncrirfe? 
in Hindu India. Can the Congress crfer a bette.- 
alternativě to satisfy the minoritie? T 
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A ciuctul cxaníination of thc tcrritorial limits 
oí Pákistán wili rcvoal iliat riic minority problém 
admíLs (í! nn c-i.sy workiťoíe solutíon. The All 
India Muslim Leaiíuc Jefines in its Lahore 
ív.sohittnn (he hn*a<.l principie on which Muslim 
parrs oi India are to bc sepaiaccd. It does not 
nciually diaw any line of demnreation to indicate 
tho houndnry íniiíts of che two Pákistán States 
envisai-cd hy it. 


The north-western roně of India comprises the 
Provtnees oř the Punjah, Sind rhc N.W.F- Province, 
Baluchistan and thc Kashmir State and includes all 
tlíc Indián state.s tliat íie within this zone. The total 
populauon of this zone is cstimatcd at 39^ millions 
according to tho census of 1921. Muslims form 
23A nnlhons or 60 per cent of the popiilation. The 
figurcs are given below; 


Punjab 

Sind 

N. W. F. P. 

Br- Baluchistan 
Kashmir 

Punjab States 1 
Agency j 


Total population 
23,580.852 
3,887,070 
2,425,076 
463,508 
3.646.243 

4,472218 


Muslim 

13,332,460 

2,830,809 

2,227.303 

405.309, 

2,817,636 

1,556,591 
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Punjab Stntos -137.787 40,845 

N. sV. I*. Agcncics 4t^451 23,086 

Totiú 39,36.!,334 23,626,821 


The propíniioii oř Muslim populntion rangcs 
from 70 per cent ;o 90 per cenc in four out oř the 
five mnin uuícs (4' Pákistán i. c, in Sind, N- W. F, P.. 
Baluchiscnn and Ivashmir- Ic is only in thc Punjab 
and its States tiiat thc proporcion oř Muslim 
population řalls below 57 per cent. But the problém 
in thc Punjab too is noc so acute as the community 
wise strenjíth of its rhree major comnumities shows. 
In the Punjab, tile Hindus form 27 per cent'and 
Sikhs 13 per cenc as asíainst 57 per cent Muslims 
The proporcion of Hindu population in the Punjab 
is the highcsc in the six districts of Ambala 
Division and Hoshiarpur and Kangra districts of 
Jullundur Division. The Sikhs do not muster 
strong in any district to form an ábsolute majorit 3 \ 
but they are mainly concentrated in four dis¬ 
tricts i. e., Ludhiana, Jullundur, Ferozepur and 
Aniritsar. Their highest population is in Ludhiana 
where it rcaches above 40 per cent. Muslims form a 
majority in 16 out of 29 districts of the Punjab, of 
which 6 each are represented in Rawalpindi and 
Mukán Divisions and 4 out of 6 in Lahore Division. 
In Gurdaspur, Amritsar, Jullundur and Ferozepur 
the Muslims are the largest single community 
and are only excelled by the Hindu and Sikh popula¬ 
tion combined, 
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EthnoíliiTphically. thc Punjab proper extends 
up to the nonhern limit? of thc Ambirla Division 
which, dířícr? from thc rest of thc Punjnb in thc 
lanstuaf.o, customs and rclitíiou? proclivitics of thc 
pcopíc. 

Amb.ila Division is. triih' speakiníí a 
prcdominanc Hindn area and can bc merged into 
U- P. or ioinod to Delhi a? a new Province. Most 
oí thc Hindu and Sikh státe? oř thc Punjab lic 
South oť thc julíundur Division. These can also be 
c.xeluded with ndvantagc from thc Punjab. Thus 
sborn of Ambnla Division and thc States of Patlala, 
Nahhajind and Faridkotas wcllas thc States of Šimla 
Hills, Sirmur and Kalsia, thc populatíon of thc 
Punjab will be redneed by 7 millions. and thc pro- 
portion of Muslim populatíon bc raised from 57 
per cent. to 66 per cent. The tablcs given bclow 
explain this point:— 

(A) Populatíon at present Populatíon after thc 

Exciusion of Ambala 
Division and Hindu 
States. 

Punjab Proper 23^ million 19t millions 
Punjab States 5 millions 2 millions, 

Tot^l 2Sů 21^ 

(B) Community-wisc population in millions. 

[At Present] [After the Exciusion of 

Ambala Division and 
Hindu States]. 

Miislíms Hindus Sikhs, Muslims Hindus Sikns 
Punjab 13.3 6.3 3 12-3 3.5 2*8 
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States 1.6 2,2 1 1.2 .6 2 

Total 14.9 8.5 4 13.5 4.1 3 

It will be evident from the above tables that 
while the proportion of Hindu population will be 
reduced from 27 p. c, to 19 p. c. after the exclusion 
of Ambala Divsion and the States south of Jullundur 
Division, the proportion of Sikh population will 
not be appreciably affected. On the other hand in 
the Punjab proper, exclusive of States, the Sikh 
proportion will be raised from 12,9 p, c. to 
14.8 p. c. 

After the re-adjustment of the Punjab 
frontiers, the total population of the North-Western 
Muslim Zone will be reduced from 39i millions 
to 32i millions, but the Muslim proportion will 
be raised from 60 p. c. to 69 p. c. If the independent 
tribal territory is also added to it, the proportion 
of Muslim population will rise still higher and may 
reach 71 p. c. In the Punjab proper the Muslim pro¬ 
portion will be raised from 56 p. c. to 66 p. c. 

The Hindu čase in the Muslim North Western 
Zone does not present any difficulties. The Hindus 
are a minority every-where, and can be assured of 
constitutional šafe-guards. If Muslims remain united, 
their Government in the proposed five units of 
Pákistán as well as in the centre can never be 
challenged br threatened by the Hindu minority. 
In the N W. F. P. and Baluchistan, the Hindus will 
always be a minority of less than 10 p. c. In 
Kashmir and Sindh, their proportion will range 
between 25 and 30 per, cent. In the Punjab after 
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thc cxclu.^ion of thc An Pala D i vision tlieíí 
pjopDitÍDn wil! 1 h‘ haioly 39 p, c, In thr cntire 
No!(h*-Wcsrorn Kluslím Zonc. t Hindus wíll 
íorni 18 p. c. of thc total popu lni ion. 

The Sikh cn.cc rcquircF somc cxplaníition. The 
Sikhs ní prcsř^nf cnioy 20 p. c, repre.‘?enration in 
siovicesas wcli a.*; in thc Piovincial Leapislatuie. 
The Pnkistnn Government will contiiuic the 
wci.tíhrnpc at presem enjin'cd hy them, and will also 
nssure rhcni of adequnte rcpicscntation over and 
nhovc their populntion rario in thc Centre, Ac picsent 
Sikh.s form 1 p. e. oř the totai populntion of India, 
bnt in the proposed Muslim State chcir proportion 
will be 9 p. c. and they wiil be guarantced a 
pcrmanentscat in thcCcrjcr.d Cnbinct. InrhePiinjab 
proper, they wili al.-^o hold a position of vantage and 
wiil bc reprc.‘;cnted by an cqual number of Ministers 
alonj2 with Hindus. 

Thcrc is a scedon among Sikhs which is 
drcaming of parcelling out an independent Sikh 
State from thc Punjab, but this impracticable pian 
is not warranted by any radonal consideradon, S. 
Ujjal singh is said to háve conceived a scheme under 
which fivG districts of the Punjab can be grouped 
into a separatc province and be placed under a 
govcrnment represenadvc of the rhree major com- 
munides in equal propordons, According to him,. 
in each of these districts, none of the three 
coinmunides commands an absolute majority and as 
these districts represent the greater part of Sikh 
populadon, the Sikhs wili feel secure in the 



north westen muslim zone 


113, 


stkh p^puTatTon 

in the five districts, 


District 

Gurdaspur 

Amritsar 

Jullundur 

Ferozepur 

Ludhiana 


Total Population 
9,70.798 
11.17,120 
9,45.721 
11,56,642 
6,72,494 


Muslims 
50 p. c. 
46.9 
44.5 
44.8 
35.1 


Sikhs 
14,5 p. c. 
29 
22 
27 
40 


Total 48,60,875 45 p- c, 25 p, c. 

The figures suppUed above^^iU 

Muslim proportion in th p P 

be still very strong, i. .. wilťbc able to function 
cooperatton of the Muslhns 

representation m gnioyed by them, In the 
Legislature at ijjis^will not tolerate any 

new Province, the Mu , their effective 

concession as this wiU reauc 

strength, 


^ . *. 1 , 4 ^ ťhe new State will be a 

Apart from Hindu India and 

centre of intrigues „j. enioy internal peace 

Muslim States and wi acceptance of this 

and a stable governmen . ^ series of countei- 

scheme will the Hindu majority 

demands írom Mns Moplas in Malabar and 
provinces, particularly by ^ the 

the Muslims in the U, H wno 
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totni population and can hase their daims like the 
Sfkhs on thcir political and historícal importance. 

Tiic U. P. is a centre of Muslim culture and 
rhoiijílit. ít was dircctly under Muslim rule prior 
to its annexation by the British. The Aligarh 
L/niversity, the Dcoband Collcge, the Nadva-tul 
Uliírn, nll remind us oř the achiev^ements of Muslim 
ín sccular and reiigious cducation while the Taj 
Mahal and many other buildings are living mon- 
uments of Muslim architecture and civilisation, 

The Musíims of the U.P. form /^rd of the total 
urban element and are also strongly represented in 
the landed aristocracy. They carry as much influence 
with the Provincial Government as the Síkhs do in 
the Punjab. Hence the Síkhs cannot be supported 
in their demand for a separate province, as this will 
Icad-to a piccemcal division of India which will 
neither be agreed to by Hindus nor by the British 
Government. 

The trne role of the Sikhs líes as a minority, 
secure in the enjoyment of speciál ri^hts guaranteed 
to them under the constitution. Some of these 
rights may be raentíoned below:— 

1, No Bili affecting the Sikh religion shall be 
passed in any of the Provincial Legisitatures under 
the Pákistán Federated State unless the same ís 
supported by two-thirds of the Sikh members. 

2. Provision will be made for the teaching 
of Gurmukhi, the language of Sikh seriptures, in 
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all the schools where there is a demand on the part 
of Sikh students as a second language. 

3 . Sikh Gurdwaras will be managed by a 
Central Sikh Committee without interference by 
Government. 

4. Sikhs will be allotted 20 p.c. share in all 
the Services under the Punjab Government. 

5. Sikh representation in the Punjab Assem*- 
bly will continue to te 20 p.c. of the total number 
of elected members. 

6. Sikh will be represented in the Punjab 
Cabinet by one-fifth of the total strength. 

7. The Sikh share in Services under the 
Pákistán Federal Government and also in the Fede- 
ral Cabinet will be fixed at no less than 10 p.c. of 
the total. 

8. Sikh share in the army, navy or air per^ ' 
sonnel recruited out of the Punjab will be fixed 
at 20 p.c. 

The above list is noťan exhaustive one, but 
it suggests some lineš on which safegu-ards can be 
provided in the constítution. 

9. One more point concerning the N.-W 
Muslim Zone deserves speciál notice. The žone 
includes many Indián States of which the most im- 
portant are Kashmin Bahawalpiir, Ka at, Khairpur, 
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Chifral, Cíinmhn, Mandí Suker, Bilaspur, Kapiir* 
chaIn and Mali^írkotra. Qf niínor importance are 
íhe stata^s or ( říhal apcncics ín tlie N-W.F.P. and 
Íkílučilran. All thci;c States will be represented 
in rhe Pákistán Fedcral Assembly as independent 
and antononious units. The Pákistán Government 
wiii not interřorc in thcír internal affairs and will 
oniy cxcrcisc control over matters specially delegat- 
cd co ít v/ith the consent of thcír rulers. These 
niatrcrs vviií includc dcfence. foreign affairs, 
Communications, customs and currency. 

So far as the Muslim States are concerned, the 
consent of thcír rulers will be easily obtained, But 
.somc diřficulty will be cxperienced in winning over 
Hindu and Sikh States. The States of Kashmir and 
Kapurthala, though ruled by Sikh Rajas, are 
predominantly Muslim in population. They are 
bound to be influcnced by the pressure of public 
opinion in joining the Pákistán Federation. 

It is only the four Hindu hill States of 
Chamba, Mandí. Suket and Bilaspur which, in view 
of clieir predominantly. Hindu population. may for 
a dme decide to stand apart, Mandi is the most 
important of these States, as its Uhl River furnishes 
water suppb’’ for the Punjab Hydro-EIectric Scheme. 
Economic considerations, however, are bound to 
move the rulers of these States to join Pákistán 
Federation. These States are practically isolated 
from the rest of India and can be approached only 
through the Punjab. The Chamba State ís 
connected with Gurdaspur district through the 
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, outposfc of Dalhousie. Mandi, Suket and Bilaspur 
maintain their coutact wíth the Punjab through 
Kangra and Hoshiarpur districts, Thus it will be 
evident fchat if shut off from the Punjab, these 
States will lose all their economic and political 
importance; so in their own interest, the rulers of 
these States will háve to align their fate with 
Pákistán. 



4, The Easiern Muslim Zone 

The Enstern Pákistán State will compríse the 
íírcater part of Bengál and also the Sylhet and 
Goalpara Distrícts of Assam, The total area of 
this new State wili bc 70,000 square miles, with an 
estimated population oř 40 millions, Muslims will 
form a majority of 70 p- c. in this State. 

Bengál and Assam, as at present constituted, 
háve together a total area of 137391 square tniles 
wich a population of 59 millions according to the 
census of 1931. Muslims form 54,1 p. c, of the 
population in Bengál and 3l,4 p. c. in Assam. 

The total Muslim population in Bengál and 
Assam together is more than one-third oř the total 
Muslim population of India* According to the 
census of 1931, there were 66^ million Muslims in 
British India and 101 millions in Indián States- 
Bengál and Assam together returned a Muslim 
population of 31 millions or just a little less thaíi 
half the Muslim population of British India. 

There are some speciál advantages wbich the 
Eastern Pákistán State possesses when compared 
with the Western Pákistán State. Firstly, the 
Muslim population in the Eastern Pákistán State 
is entirely homogeneous not merely in respect of 
religion, bufc also in respect of- race, language* dress, 
customs and all other distinctive marks of a nation. 
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In tlie Western Pákistán State» within the 
State there will be many autonomous and indepen- 
denfe units reprcsenting Pathans. Baluchis, Sindhis, 
Kashmiris and Punjabis whose essential link will be 
religion and common political and economic 
interests; but in the Eastern Pákistán State, the 
entire Muslim population will be united as one 
compact and homogeneous group. In čase of 
Western Pákistán, we conceive of a Federation 
with residuary powers vested in autonomous units, 
but the Eastern Pákistán State will háve a unitarian 
consfcitution with a strong and powerful centre. 
The question of separate autonomous units does 
not arise, as the Muslim population of Bengál and 
Assam is all one by religion, race, language and 
culture. 

Moreover, Federation is considered a necessi- 
ty for a State extending its sovereignty over a 
large area, made up of well-defined administrativě 
units, but it is never in demand where a compact 
and homogeneous population is crowded into a 
comparatively smáli area. As against a total area 
of 3,81,000 square miles, in čase of the Western 
Pákistán State, the Eastern State will háve an area 
of 70,000 square miles or less than one-fifth of the 
former. 

Again the Western Pákistán State has to face 
a complex question of minorities, in the different 
units that will form its federating parts. Therr 
will be important Hindu minorities m Sindh, íjf 
Frontier Province, Kashmir, and th 
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adclidon. it will havc to deal with the problém of 
rlic Sikhs and Indián Starc5. The Sikhs represent 
13 per cent of rhc population of the Punjab but 
cinim an exccs5Ívc represenration in Services and 
the provincial legíslatiire. The niimbcr of States, 
no doubť', will be rcduccd after the exclusíon of the 
Hindu and Sikh States lying South of Jullundur 
Division, but stil! new problcms will arisc by the 
inclusion of Kashmír, Kapurthala, and the hill 
States of Chamba Mandi, Suket and Bilaspur. 

The Eastern Pákistán State will be comp- 
arativciy frče from such problems of a complic- 
ated nátuře. It will havc to deal with one minority 
ín rhc inain and only onc statě, Tippera, will be in- 
cludcd witbin its bounds, The Hindu minority in 
Eastern Pákistán State will undoubtedly be verv 
srrong, bcing 30 p. c. of the total population, but as 
the Muslim majority^ has close affinibies with it in 
rcspect of race, language. and customs, it will in 
due course be united with it by bonds of common 
interests. 

But if dospíte the conciliatory policy of the 
State , the Hindu minority still remains dissatisfied, 
mutual exchange of population with Muslims in 
Bihar and exeluded districts of Bengál and Assam 
can easily be arranged. 

The main difficulties in exchange of population 
are the distance and differences in standard of living 
of the people exchanged. But both these difficulties 
will not present permanent barriers in rhis statě. 
The Bengalee Hindu in the Eastern Bengál shows 
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no marked difference in tlie standard of living from 
the Bengalee Hindu in Western Bengál or in Assam, 
Similarly. the Muslim population of Bihar bears 
close affinit 3 ^ to that in Bengál; the distances too are 
not prohibitive. The whole of Bengál is as big as 
the State of Kashmir, Bihar is smaller in size than 
Sindh while Assam is slightly bigger than it. Hence 
an exchange of population which will involve Ben¬ 
gál, Assam and Bihar will not be quite impracti- 
cable. It will at the utmost concern 5 or 6 million 
Hindus and Muslims each way, 

I do not, however, suggest an exchange of 
population as the only solution of the minority 
problém. The question will never arise in a statě 
where minorities háve been properly protected 
through constitutional safeguards. This ap- 
plies with greater force to a statelinked toge- 
ther by ties of language and common customs and 
ways of living But the possibility can only arise 
if the Bengalee Hindu shows a desire to exchange 
with Muslims living in the excluded districts of 
Western Bengál and Assam or Bihar: 

When I háve mentioned the advantages which 
the Eastern Pákistán State possesses over the West¬ 
ern Pákistán State, I should not omit to mention the 
one great disadvantage that the former will háve to 
face. Eastern State will háve a dense population 
of 40 millions in a comparatively smáli area of 
70,000 square miles. This gives an average of 571 
persons per square mile* As the State will be 
boiinded by Assam in the East and Bihar in the 
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West, it wiíl háve no possibilities of expandíng íts 
population. 

ín duc coursc, the population problém wiil 
confront it as a major issiic. Either the State wilI 
havc to bc industrialiscd to divcrt the pressure of 
population on land or somc arrangements will háve 
to bc mndc with Hindu India or the neighbouring 
sparscly populatcd Muslim islands of Borneo, 
Sumatra. Celo.bes etc, for the emigration of the 
surplus population. 

It is in view of this difficulty that some per- 
sons suggcst that the Eastern Pákistán State should 
comprisc the wholc of Assam as it will provide in 
this way abundant scopc for the- absorption of 
irs surplus population, Eastern Bengál is gradually 
expanding. The Assam and Surma Valicys of Assam 
in the past háve rcceived a consfcaht flow of immi- 
grants from Eastern Bengál, and if no restrictions 
are placed on future immigration into Assam, in 
due course, the Bengalee element in its population 
will entirely dominate the native Assamese. Even 
now the Bengalese form a majority of population 
in Assam. 

There is, however, one difficulty ih including 
Assam as a whole. The proportion of the minority 
population will be raised from 30 to 38 percent or 
more immediately if the Eastern Pákistán State 
includes the whole of Assam- The alternativě of 
keeping the Muslim proportion intact by exeluding 
the greater part of Western Bengál deprives the new ' 
State of the seaport of Caleutta as well as several rich 
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districts. Morcovcr. it will not bc possible to defend 
the inclusion ol thc wholc of Assam in tbe státe on 
the principlo oí sclf-dctcnnination. 

A district-wisc survcy of the population of 
Bcncjal and Assam will clearh'sliow that Miislims are 
mainly concentrated ín Eastern Bcncial and ín 4 out 
oř 11 districts in Western Bengál. They are also 
a majority in the Sylhet district of Assam and an 
important minority of 48 per cent. in Goalpara dist¬ 
rict. Both these districts can bc exeluded from 
Assam to form part of the new Eastern Pákistán 
State. Therc are nt present 31 million Muslims in 
Assam. and out of these 2 millions are concentrated 
in Sylhet and Goalpara area. I givc bclow the dis- 
trict-wise proportion of Muslim population in Ben¬ 
gál and Assam 


Eastern Bengál 


Chittagong 

767 

Nawakhali 

76-5 

Tippera 

76 

Dacca 

69-8 

Mymensingh 

76-6 

Bakargunj 

72-4 

Faridpur 

65T 

Pabna 

76-9 

Bogra 

83*5 

Rajshahi 

75.7 

Rangpur 

71 

Dinajpur 

50*5 

Malda 

54-2 
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Eastern Bengál 


Jnlpniguri 

23-9 

Darj cel i ng 

2'5 „ 

Western 

Bengál 

Murshidabad 

^ 55-5 

Nadia 

61-6 

Jcssorc 

62 P. C 

Khulna 

49*3 

Caleutta 

25'9 

24 Parganas 

■ 34-6 

Hoogly 

17 

Burdwan 

18'9 

Birbhum 

26*6 

Bankúra 

4*7 

M id na pur 

7*5 

ASSAM 

Sylhet 

59.2 

Goalpara 

42.8 

Cachar 

33 

Nowgong 

31.1 

Kamrup 

24.9 


In the remaining disferiets. Muslim proportíon 
of the popiilation is below 15 p. c. 

It will follow from the above that Muslíms 
form a majority ín 13 out of 15 dístrícts which for- 
med Eastern Bengál in the former Province of Eas- 
tern Bengál and Assam. In Western Bengál, the 
Muslims are a clear majority in 3 out of 11 districts; 
just below 50 p. c. ín Khulna district and a very 
importaiit minority in Caleutta and 24-Parganas. In 
Assam Muslims hold their own in Sylhet and Goal- 
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para and are an important minority in 3 óther dis- 
tricts. Thus on the basis of Muslim population, 13 
districts of Eastern Bengál, 3 of Western Bengál, and 
S)dhet district of Assam form a compact Muslim 
region. To this may be added, the Goalpara District 
of Assam, by leaving a small corridor in the north 
to enable the rest of Assam to maintain direct con- 
tact with Hindu India through Jalpaigurí and Dar- 
jeeling in northern Bengál, 

Khulna, Calcutta and 24 Pargana districts of 
Western Bengál should also be included in the 
Muslim region as they lie immediately in the south 
of it and will furnish this region direct access fco 
Sea through Calcutta. In Khulna, Muslims are just 
below 50 p.c. wbile in Calcutta and 24-Parganas they 
are a very powerful minority. The inclusion of 
these three districts will make the Muslim zone 
compact, and economically strong. 

- The excluded areas from Bengál will comprise 
two northern districts of Eastern Bengál, i.e. Jalpai- 
guri and Darjeeling, and the State of Cooch Behár; 
also 5 districts in Western Bengál i.e. Midnapur 
Hoogly, Bankura, Birbhum, and Burdwan. In these 
7 excluded districts the Muslim proportion ranges 
between 5 p.c. and 27 p.c. 

Bengalee Hindus will constitute over 25 p.c, 
of the total population in the Eastern Muslim zone, 
and other minoríties including Christians, Euro- 
peans, Assarnese. etc,, will together be less than 5 
p.c. The minorities will be guaranteed speciál 
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riííhts on lineš suggested in čase of minoritíes in the 
Western Pákistán State. The question of language 
and CLilturc wilí- not present any difficulty as both 
Hindu and Muslim Bcniíalces are interested in pre- 
serving the Bcngalcc language which ís their 
mother-tongue. The Goveinment will pursue a 
policy oř non-interřercnce in the religious affairs of 
the minoritíes by providing in the constitution that 
no Bili affccting the religion of a minority shall be 
moved in the legislature which is not supported by 
two-thirds of the members of the minority concerned. 

The highest appointments in the statě will bo 
thrown open to all irrespective of caste colour or 
creed. Speciál representatíon on an agreed basis 
will bc provided for minorities in Services and elec* 
ted bodics. The guiding principle will be the 
rcciprocal basis as laid down in the Lahore Resolu- 
tion of the All-India Muslim League. If the Mus- 
lims concede to Hindus the same rights in their 
sovereign States as are conceded by Hindus to 
Muslims in Hindu India, the minorities will no 
longer distrust the ruling majority, and a spirit of 
mutual good will and underscanding will grow m 
due course. The Muslim States and Hindu India 
will tbus be moved in their own interest to live at 
peace and maintain friendly relations with one 
another. 



5 . The Economic Position 

Muslim League demands on the principle of 
self-determination two Sovereign Muslim States, in 
the North-Western and Eastern zones of India. 
These States will correspond in size to the areas 
represented by Punjab, Kashmir, Sindh, N.W.F.P. 
and Baluchistan in the North-West and the greater 
part of Bengál and a part of Assam in the East- 
They occupy important strategie position on the 
two extreme land frontiers of India» and will be 
mainly responsible for the defence of India from 
foreign aggression by land. Before dealing with 
these States in fcheir economic aspect, some important 
figures are given below to give an idea of their 
importance, 

Autonomous units Area in Population. Revenue 
Sq. Miles. in lacs. in lacs. 

194,74 1100 

36.46 300 

38.87 370 

24.25 180 

8.68 43.4 

22.59 (not known) 


9,10 79.8 


1. Punjab (exeluding. 84152 
Ambala Division.) 


2. Kashmir 

84258 

3. Sindh 

46378 

4. N.W,F.P, 

13518 

5. Baluchistan 

134638 

(including States) 

6, Frontier Tribal 

22838 


territory 

7, States of Chamba, 

Munde, Snket, Bilas- 5895 
pur; Kapurthala and 
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Mnlcrkutla. 


8. Bhavvtilpur and 21484 

12.10 

64.3 

ÍChairpur. 



Total. 413161 

346.79 

2127 

Enstern Pákistán State 



1. Bengál exeluding 55600 

360 

950 


cii^tricís of Dar- 
jccling and Jalpai- 
ííuri in thc North 
and 5 districts of 
Burdwan, Hooglí, 

Midnapur, Bir- 
bhum and Bankura 
in South West. 

2. Sylhct and Goal- 9261 37 86 

para districts of 

Assam. 

3. Tippera State. 4116 3 29 

Total. 68978 ’ 400 1065 

The fígurcs supplied above will cleaúy indicate 
rhat in area, population and revenue, the two Pákis¬ 
tán States can compare favourably with any of the 
existing independent Muslim States. The total 
revenue given does not include the revenue raised 
by the Central Government from Central sources. 
The sources of Central revenue are (1) Clistoms 
(2) Excise (3) Salt (4) Currenry (5) Post and 
Telegraph (6) Income Tax and (7) Railways. u 
income under those heads is also calculated for th^ 
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two Pákistán States separately, the total revenue 
from all sources of Western Pákistán State wíll be 
raised from 2137 lacs to 3500 lacs and of Eastern 
Pákistán State from 1065 lacs to more than 3 times 
the present provincial revenue, Customs, is an 
important source of income to the two Pákistán 
States. The revenue raised by Central Govern¬ 
ment in Sindh under customs, excise, salt and 
income tax amounts to 566 lacs and in Bengál to 
2379 lacs. Fígures for income from railways, post 
and telegraph and currency are not available, but 
they will also reveal a substantial increase. Hence 
at a fair estimate, it can be safely said that the 
total revenue of each of the two Pákistán States 
will exceed thirty five crores of rupees from all 
sources. It will be worth while to compare the 
Pákistán States with the four leading Muslim 
States;— 


Name of State. 

Area in 

Popula- 

Revenue 


Sq. Miles 

tion in 

in 



millions 

crores 

1. Turkey 

294416 

18 

40 

2. Egypt 

383000 

16 

35 

3. Irán 

628000 

15 

15 

4. .Afghánistán 

270000 

12 

9 

5. W. Pákistán 

413161 

35 

35 

6. E. Pákistán 

68971 

40 

35 


In Turkey and Egypt, a large proportion of 
income is derived from customs and sea transit 
duties on goods passing through the Dardenelles in 
Turkey and the Suez canal in Egypt. In the two 
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Pakisinn States, too. a largc proportión of the 
revenue will bc ohtained from CListoms collected 
mainly in the scaports of Karachi and Caleutta. 

Herc it is ncccssary to consider what is called 
the problém of deficit provinces in Pákistán. It is 
nllcíícd sometimes that the North Western Pákistán 
State will not bc able to meet the expenditure on 
dcřcncc as wcll as the ordinary expenditure on the 
maintcnance of internal law and order, civil admi- 
nistration and other bcncficial departments, It ís 
said in particulnr. thnt Síndh, N.W.F.P. and 
Baliichistan can never* become self-snpporting in 
view of their poor economic resourees. This 
rcquircs carcful examination. 

Let US consider first the present position, of 
cach of these arcas separately. I také up Sindh 
first. At present the Central Government advan- 
ces roughly a crore of rupees to the Provincial 
Government of Sindh to meet the excess of expen¬ 
diture over its income. This aid has heen fixed for 
10 years and at the expiry of the period in 1945, it 
will be progressively deereased. It has been 
calculated by financial experts that Lloyd Barrage 
Scheme will in due course raake the Province 
entírely self-supporting. With proper utilization 
of the water of river Sindh for irrigatíon purposes, 
area under cultívation will rapidly expand in Sindh 
and will yield to the Government additional in¬ 
come under water taxes and land revenue. Bat 
even if Sindh continues in its present condition, 
it can not be called a deficit province and deprived 



THE ECOSOSUC rOSITION 


.131 


on th?s hnsis oť íí.< ij.ciit- to iiulopondcnt existence 
ns a momher State oí ]’akistan Federation. Tlíc 
cnrics who cail Suuili a deficit Province forílet that 
i( coiurihures to the Ccnirai revcnvies Rs. 566 lacs 
nnder custoins and mcnnic tax aiu! nlso a further 
substantinl annninr nnder Railways. If a propor- 
tion of ínconie under ensfonis. say 20 per cent is 
nlioted to tlíc piovincial Government. Sindh can 
become oniirely self-supportinj-. irrespcctivc of any 
developments that mny také plače under a sclieme 
oí asiriculiural cxpansi(m. 

The K. W. F. P. írnd Baliicliistan receive 
tojíethcr moro thnn a crorc and a half rupces from 
the Central Government. Hut this nid is notmeant 
for the internal administrntion of these arcas. 
Figures of gross cxpenditurc for the N. W. F. P. in 
3931-32 show that outof an cxpenditurc of Rs 323. 
47 lakhs, Rs 21.54 lakhs were spent on political 
Work, Rs. 126.10 lakhs on Fronticr watch and 
ward. Rs 34.74 lakhs on Police and Rs. 38.19 lakhs on 
Civil Works. Most of the cxpenditurc incurred has 
really no concern with the civil administration of 
the province, and can proprerly be laid to the 
account of the Central Government under the hcad 
Defencc. The rwcnuc actually raised from the 
province is quitc suřficíent to meet the ordinary 
requirements of the provincíal Government. The 
same can be said of British Baluchistan. 

The question however may be asked if each 
Pákistán federation raises sufficient revenue to 
meet ordinary provincial expenditure, liow will the 
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Central Government function and carry on its 
responsibility for the defence of the frontiers 
against aggrcssion. This question will naturally lead 
US to discuss what are the Central and Provindal 
subjccts. and how should the scope and sphere 
of each bc defined. The Pákistán State is to be a 
federation of autonomous units. The Centre will be 
dcicgatcd such powers as are agreed upon by the 
common consent of the Federating units and are 
considered indispcnsible for the proper function of 
the Fedcral Government Obviously, Defence, 
Foreign affairs, Communication, Currency, Post 
and Tclcgrapli will bc tihe speciál concern of the 
Centre, whilc the autonomous units will possess all 
residuary powers, not dcicgated to the Centre. To 
niakc the Centre self-supporting, certain sources of 
revenue will haveto bc allotted to it. Of these 
customs, incomc-tax. excise, salt, railways, posts and 
telegraphs and currency will form as at present 
the main sources oř income for the Central Govern¬ 
ment Assuming that the federating units will be 
self-supporting, the Central Government of West¬ 
ern Pákistán will be able to raise income under 
these heads:— 


Customs 6 crore 

2. Railways 5 „ 

3. Excise 1 

4. Salt 2 „ 

5. Income Tax H 

6. Posts and Telegraphs i 

and Currency 
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7. Impoit tax on lanj -1 

}'ionriot5 

Total 2(1 

Thus approxtmafoly a sum of 20 crorc riipccs 
will avniln)'»le lo jhc I^ikn^ian Fctlcration íor cx- 
peiniiíuro on dofonco anJ othor ictlera) Services. 
Undoubrodly. this incomo !\< very smnll when com- 
parod wíth řlio runmai deícncc bud^cť oř Govcrn- 
ment oi* india which comes to not Icss than 50 
crores. But ic should bc bornc in mind that more 
than 50 ot tnis cxpcndiťuro can be curtailed by 
cconomiřinií under miiitary allowances and salarics 
of Bririřh troops whicii form an important element 
in India'? army and also by cfťectíiiil a generál reduc- 
tion in cxpcndtcurc. Iř purely nativc troops are 
maintained. and if much of their cquipmcnt which 
is at prosent purchased from England is produced 
in India, thcrc wiil bc a trcniendous saving in míli- 
tary expenditure. 

Further. the govcrnment owed its heavy 
miiitary expenditure in the past to its aggressive 
Frontíer policy. The Pákistán Government will 
not bc alicn to the people on the other side of the 
Frontíer and will entcr into a mutual pact of peace 
and good will with Afghánistán. All bitterness 
which at present prevails in the Tribal Territory 
against the British Government will dísappear 
The tribesmen will be appeased by political and 
economic concessíons and will gradually settle 
down to a peaceful life. If Afghánistán witha 
limited budget of 9 crores a year can maintain 



PROBLEMS OF PÁKISTÁN 


13*4 

stronjí and powcrful armies on 3 sides of its fron- 
ticis whcrc it has to face Irán, Russia. and India 
rcspcctivcly, therc is no rcason why Pákistán Federa- 
tion will not bc ablc to maintain stronger armies 
with twicc its total budget from the Central re¬ 
veň ucs alonc. 

The Eastcrn Pákistán State prescnts no acute 
Fronticr problém. It will hovvever háve to maintain 
armies řor deřonce agaínst Hindu India which will 
bound it on thrce sides. As the income under the 
Central revonues will be twice that raised under 
the provincial hcads, it will be easy for it to manage 
dcřencc eífcctivcly. Figures below will show the 
proportion oř income raised at present in Bengál 
and Assani under provincial and Central Heads. 
Province Income under Provincial Income under 
heads in crore ' Central Heads. 

in crore 

Bengál 12.76 23.79 

Assam 2.58 1.87 

Total 15.34 25.87 

If the actual boundary limits of the Eastern 
Pákistán State are taken into consideration, and 7 
districts are excluded from Bengál and only Sylhet 
and Goalpara districts of Assam. are included, the 
income under provincial and centrál heads will 
dirainish by the g-th in Bengál and nrd in Assam. But 
still a total of about 11 crores will be left for ordin- 
ary internal expenditure and about 19 crores^ for 
Cenferal expenditure. Thus Easterh Pákistán State 
will be competent enough to meet expenditure on 




THE ECONOMIC POSITION 135 

defence and will stand financially on a secure 
footing. 

Bodl the Pákistán States will remain mainly 
agncLilturai at the outset. There is abundant scope 
for further development of agriculture in the 
Punjab and Sindh. The forest wealth of Kashmir 
has yet to be fully exploited. Pastora! occupations 
will still provide living to a large number of people 
in Baluchistan and other parts of Pákistán. The 
soil in Bengál and parts of the Punjab is very rich. 
The Monsoons secure a plentiful harvest to Bengál 
while the Punjab and Sindh owe much of theír 
agricultural wealth to their irrigation systém throu- 
gh canals. Raw materials and foodstuffs are grown 
in abundance. The Western Pákistán State not 
merely raises corn for its own needs, but has also 
sufficient surplus to export Raw cotton, oilseeds, 
hides and skins are other important articles of it,s, 
exports. The Eastern State produces rice, cotton 
jutCj and tea. Bengál is famous as a jutě producing 
> and manufacturing centre. 

Industrializátion presents favourable prospects 
in both the States- Bengál seems to háve greater 
opportunities in this respect The exclusion of 
some districts in the west will deprive it of much 
of its coal, but its proximity to the coal mineš 
of Chota Nagpur and Bihar, will enable it to pay a 
higher price for coal than other Provinces of India 
remotely placed řrom Bihar. Jutě industry is aP 
ready responsible for 62% of Bengál s exports. In 
1928 there were 85 jutě mills with a daily average 
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of 325. r^pcrativcs and 12 corton milis with 
127SÍ opcrarives. Easccrn Pákistán State ís sure to 
becomc a manuíacturing coímtry in due ccurst. 
Thcrc are certain clxcumstances which specially 
favour it A dcnsciy populated country with an 
area comparatively smail to its laráe population 
besides furnishin^ a steady fiovi- of labour presents 
no uifíicultics of distance and cost of conve 3 'ance 
Bengál has a moist climate and has an časy access 
to r.ur materials both ín the home market as well 
as ni rhe rest of India ; hence it can develop textile 
indu.^try in cotton besides iutc. It is connected 
through its seaport of Calcutca wíth all the rnartime 
Provinces of India whíic it maíntains conracc by 
land with Bíhar. Orissa and Assam, Hence its 
Central position is also a grcat asset to it in the cn- 
couragement of tratíc and industr.v. Calcutta ranks 
first in the volume of trade that passes through its 
harbour. Capital and labour are the ttvo essentials 
řor the induserialisation of a country : these 
are availabie to a suffícíent extent in Bengál 
Jutě industiy has in the past enriched the Bengál 
niiil-owners while Calcutta in view of its iarge sea 
borne and mland trade reckons among its merchants 
some of the richest m India, ^vlinerals particulariy 
coal and iron can bc ímported from the neighbour- 
ing mineš of Bihar. Chorá Nagpur and excludea 
distriets of Bengál The rising population of Eas- 
rern Pákistán State wili suppiy an easy home market 
for the consumption of many of its new indus 
trial Products. 
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Western Pákistán State is not yet fully 
exploited so far as its minerál wealth is concerned. 
It is said to be rich in certain minerals. Salt and coal 
are worked in mineš in the western-Punjab while 
Petroleum is also obtained in Attuck District. There 
is however stili much scope for the further discovery 
and, development of oil-welis in Baluchistan and 
Sindh. Internal resources of Kashmir also require 
surveying. The Punjab and Kashmir are particularly 
fortunate in respect of water-power which they 
can obtain from the rivers as they descend from 
mountains and from numerous water-falls. Mundi 
Hydro-Electric Works which derive water power 
from Uhal river, are alone sufficient to meet the 
industrial requirements of the whole Province. The 
cheap supply of electric power will enable the 
people to utilise forest wealth and minerál resources 
of Pákistán. The oil-wells recently discovered 
in Baluchistan and Sindh if properly worked, will 
be sufficient to meet the demand of the whole of 
Pákistán. 

As I said before, agriculture has still a great 
scope for expansion. The Lloyd Barrage in Sindh, 
the Sutluj valley project, Emerson Barrage and 
Thal Project háve released thousands of acres of 
wasteland for cultivation and in due course, they 
will help in increasing the total putput of agrť- 
cultural produce fco an enormous limit. 

Certain parts of Pákistán are suitable for the 
development of speciál Industries. Baluchistan, 
N.W.F.P. and Kashmir grow fruit abundantly and 
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itulustry can hc deveJoped on business 
scalc. In thc hilly distncts herboriculture, 
ílonculturc and scriculture can be encouraged. 
índusíríes bascd on agnciiltural products can be 
dcvcioped. Straw-boards can be made from wheat 
stalk ; páper from ricc stalk : alchol from potatoes; 
cclluiar and arlificial silk from maize staiks and 
sugarcnnc rcřuse. 


The Pákistán Government can play an im- 
portnnt part ín cncouraging industry, The State 
can advancc hounties to support new industríes 
in tíícír stage of ínfancy; ít may lend money on 
časy torms to promote smáli scaíe Industries; 
it may establish new řactories under its own super- 
vision. It may furthcr impose heavy taxes on^ 
manufactured goods from other countries to 
protéct its own industries. The shortage of coal and 
iron and other minerals may be made good by 
iitilising water power, by working out newly 
díscovered oil-welis and by importing them from 
abroad. The long distance of the sea-port of 
Karachi from the iniand areas of the north is a 
great handicap for the development of external 
tradc to the fullest extent but if these areas are 
connccted by air Service and by motorable roads 
and railway íines with the neighbouring countries 
of Afghánistán, Central Asia, China and Tibet a 
great stimulus can be given to the development of 
trade and industry over land. At present the 
external trade of Kashmir is on a very meagre 
scale, but with the development of the means oí 
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communication, the products of Kashmir. will 
find new markets be 5 ’'ond the State limits. 

We close this narration with the confídence 
that the proposed Pákistán States will make rapid 
strides in the economic field, and- will besides 
developing their agricultural wealth, také their 
plače in due course among the advanced industrial 
countries of the world. Financially, these States 
will be strong enough to balance their budgets and 
to meet expenditure under federal responsibilities, 
The people in generál will find sufficient employ- 
ment in agricultural pursuits, while the urban 
element in cities and towns will seek new avenues 
of employment through the development of 
industry and trade. 



PART III 

GENERAL CRITIČISMS 


/. PukistcLTi & India s Defence 

A Hindu Professor in an ardcle in the Civil 
and Mililary Gazcftc, of Novcmber 22, draws the 
condusion that Hindus will risk the loss of the whole 
of India in order to prevcnt Pákistán- He admits 
that Hindus will háve nothing to fear from the 
cstablishmcnt oř two Muslim States on the borders 
of India and cven advances somc fantasticarguments 
from history to provc that ''the Hindu majority 
living in the rest of India will be able to establish 
its domination on these two sovereign Muslim 
States." Naturally one could cxpect from the 
confidcnce that the Professor has in the“ vast 
resources in man power and in the inexhaustible 
materiál resources of Hindu India,” that he shouid 
not display undue nervousness in the fufcure of his 
coLintry. But one is simply surprised at the strange 
arguments he chooses to oppose Pákistán. He 
thinks that the establíshment of two Muslim States 
on the borders of India will make it difficult to . 
defend India against powers such as Germany,.Russia 
and Japan; and will deprive Hindu India of the 
opportunity to strengthen her defence on her 
natural frontíers. His second reason is that the 
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establishment of Paicisřan will lead to religioiis wars 
betwceii organiscd sovereign States within the 
borders of India. 

On careřul examination it will bc cvident 
that this line of reasoning is absoíiitcb' misleading, 
Iř the desire of cvery nation to reach strategical 
frontiers is conceded, many independent nations 
whose tcrricorics are not bounded by natural 
frontiers wíil ccase to exist, Almosc all the States 
of South America háve no natural frontiers to 
separate onc from the other, but tlieir absence does 
not iniply that smaller States likc Equador, Paraguay 
and Uruguay háve no right to exist, Similarly, no 
natural or strategical frontiers can be devised ín 
Europc if small nations who háve now becn 
over-powered by Nazi Germany are to regain their 
independencc. Bclgium, Holland, Denmark, 
Poland, and a host of other States havc no reál 
frontiers worth the name to separate them from their 
ncighbour Germany,but that is no reason to deprive 
them of their independence. This insistence on 
strategical frontiers leads a country to Imperialism 
oř the worst type. If one nation secks expansion 
at the expense of another, on the plea that its own 
defcnce cannot be strengthened without annéxing 
the fcerritory of the other, this will be considered an 
act of pure aggression by the sane-minded people all 
over the world. If this right is recógnised then the 
aggressor nation has no limit to its schemes of 
territorial expansion. If we accept this principle, 
Germany, Russia and Japan can all be justified in 
their aggressive designs on their neighbours. To 
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také a particiiíar exnmpJc, Sovíet Russia consíders 
an mdcpcndont Finland, a conscant danger to its 
own sccurity as Finland ín lengue with Germany 
thrcatcns ihe Russian Capital of Leningrad, but this 
strategie consideration in the interest of Soviet 
Russia canjiot bc regarded a sufficient reason to 
deprive Finns of their indcpcndence. 

_Thc rcal remedy to provide security to a coun- 
try from the threafe oř danger from outside lies in 
the cstablishmcnt oř a New World Order in which 
nll natíons whether big or smáli will work in co- 
operation. Expcrícncc has proved thab the peace' 
oř the worid has always been disturbed by the rise 
of powcrřul natíons. It will be ignoring the lessons 
of History if powcrřul nations are allowed to grow 
unchcckcd witbout therc beíng a corresponding 
arrangement for the protection of their weaker 
neighbours. If wc adniit now that the threat from 
Germany Russia oř Japan will be a permanent faccor 
in the futurc rclations of mankind, there wili be 
no justification for the restoration of independent 
States in Europe after the defeat of Nazi Germany 
nor it will be desirable to allovr the Muslim States 
of Western Asia to continue ín their independent 
existence. Burma, too, will háve no right to demand 
indepcndence ín view of the permanent threat from 
lapan. Even 'a united India will be hardly able to 
kand aggression from outside as has been the čase 
of China which despite its vasfc resources in man- 
power and inexhaustible matenal resources has 
failed to defend its territories against a far smaller 
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nafcion, wifeh population and resoiirces six times less 
than those of China. This line of reasoning goes 
against the plea for the complete independence of 
India as it proves to the hilt that India cannot main- 
tain her independence without the protecting hand 
of Great Britain whether India is imited or 
divided, it is immaterial as long as strong and 
powerful nations like Germany, Russia or Japan 
qontinue to threaten the peace of the worid, 

One has to admit plainiy that eíther the danger 
from powerful nations will be a constant threat to 
the peace of the worid or that it will vanish and 
give plače to a new worid order which will recog- 
nise the right of eyery nation big or smáli to govern 
itself. If the former view is heid, and the Profes- 
sor seems to be a victim to it at present then the 
question of • divided or undivided India will not 
solve India’s problém of defence. Burma’s separa- 
tion in the East or the creation of two Muslim 
States on the borders of India will not weaken Indía’s 
defence. Ratheritwill range on the side of Great 
Britain some new States each of which will be de- 
termined in the interest of its own security to plače 
at the disposal of the former all her resources. 
Xhreat from a common danger will be equally 
feít by Hindus and Muslims and chey will ungrudg- 
ingly furnish their respective quotas to ward off 
the danger that threatens them all alike. , The 
proposed Muslim States along with Burma, Ceylon 
and other self-governing Domínioins will become . 
members of the Brítish Commonwealth of Nations 
and will be pledged to come to the aid of one 
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cvcnt of dangcr threatening one or 
all. Lvcn now thc Muslim leaders are alive to the 
dangcr from Nasism but they cannot contribute 
cttcctivciy towards victory uniess they are gíven 
tlíc ncccssary powcr to win the confidence of the 
Muslim public and tbis is only possíble in a scheme 
of indcpcndencc which wiíl leavc the predomínant 
Muslim areas to determine their own future 
govcrnmcnt. 

On thc othcr band, if the view is heid that 
the New World Order will establísh relations 
bctween nation and nation on the basis of equality 
thc Hindus will háve nothing to fear from the 
establíshment of two sovereign Muslim States. 
Tíie neccssity oř securing strategie frontiers will 
disappear and hence it will become unjustífiable 
to deprive a nation of its liberty simply on this 
consideratíon. The second argument that Pákistán 
will lead to reiigious vvars between organised States 
wíthin the borders of India is a gross mis-statement 
Hindus and Muslims háve líved together in the 
sarae statě as well as in separate States in the past 
but History dose not record any events where 
Hindu and Muslim States were simply inspired 
by reiigious raotives to wage war against eacii 
othcr. The Bahmani Kingdom of Deccan and its 
five off-shoots were the neighbours of the Hinda 
State of Vijyanager but they never fought any 
battle on the issue of religion. Their wars were 
the result of the ambítions of the reigníng princes- 
The French after the last war established separate 
republics for the Muslim and Christian Arabs m 
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Syria, and thóugh Christians and Muslíms were 
mixed together in both these republícs, no quarrels 
ever arose between them on religious questions. 
Once it is conceded that a people whether followers 
.of one religion or the other are a majority, in a 
compact area of well-defined limits, they cannot be 
deprived of the right to self-determination on 
the ilimsy excuse that this will lead to religious wars 
-- with their neighbours. If this excuse is held valid, 
even Afghánistán will not deserve its present 
lindependence as’ it is bound to interfere in the 
interest of her Pathan citizens and Muslim co- 
ireligionists if the latter are ill-treated by the Hindu 

■ majority in their fancied scheme of United India. 

Pákistán scheme introduces a balanced systém 

■ of checks. Minorities in Muslim India as well as in 
Hindu India wilL besides being assured of statutory 
•safeguards, be protected on reciprocal considera- 
tioné, It is quite natural, if Muslim minorities are 
oppressed in Hindu India, it will lead to repurcus- 
sions in Muslim India, But the fear of provoking 
reprisals will exercise a detrimental effect on 
majorities. The liability before worlďs moral 
opinion as well as the reponsibility of the oppressing 
State before the neighbouríng statě will be quite 
sufficient to hold in check the danger of communal 
tension, Supposing for.the saké of argument, that 
the Muslim State will be the aggressor in future, 
Hindu India will be too powerful to protéct the 
interests of Hindu minorities, and if its repeated 
warnings do not prove of any avail, it has a right to 
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conqncr and annex Muslim States. It is unstates- 
manlikc to prcjudgc an issue in which both sides 
are cqually interested. I sec no logic tbat Hindus 
should risk the loss of the whoie of India to 
prevent Pak).<;tan when cven after its establishment 
rhc majority living in the rest of India wiH be able 
to ostablish its domination on the two Muslim 
sovereign States. Iř the Hindus are determined tb 
oppose Pákistán cven if they will risk the whoie of 
India, the Muslims will be cqually strengthened to 
resist the establishment of a Federal Government 
even though it may delay the independence of 
Ind:a for cver. The creation of two sovereign 
Mvislim States is the only chcek upon the aggressíve 
designs of Hindu Imperialists, and íf the destručtion 
of this check is the hc-all and cnd-all of their 
cfforts. then the only way to restore confidence of 
the Muslims is the destručtion of aggressive Hindu 
nationalism which is at the root of the whoie mis- 
chicf and does not recognise the right of any other 
nation to livc undcr its own terms. 



2 . Rajen Babu's Rejoinder to 
Mr. Jinnah 

[I] 

B, Rajendra Prashad, in his rejoinder to a state- 
ment issued from Madras on 17th April by Mr. M. 
A, Jinnah, tries to convince that the two points 
raised in the statement are quite untenable and 
open to grave objections. According to him the 
two points raised by Mr. Jinnah are:—(1) The 
Congress need not wait for the details of the scheme 
of Pákistán but shouid accept tha principle forth- 
with and then the details may be worked out. (2) 
The Congress ís responsible for the failure of negot- 
lations to arrive at a settlement and that the Cong¬ 
ress position was most arrogant and dictatorial. 

Let US see how the League President puts 
these points in his owe statement and how he 
argues his čase, It will then be proved how for the 
argument advanced by Babu Rajendra Prashad are 
based on facts and represent a Sincere attempt on 
his part to clarify matters, 

As to the first point, Mr. Jinnah thus stated 
his čase: “My attention has been drawn to the 
statement issued by Babu Rajendra Prashad from 
Patna on April, 16. I gather that he is not opposed 
to the basic principles of the scheme of partitioning 
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India hiit that hc wants full detaíls of the scheme 
and Micn alonc ťhc Workíng Commíttee of the Con- 
grcss wiil bc plcased to discuss it, Will it not be 
a more logical coursc that the Congress should first 
mako up its mínd and accept the hasíc principles 
laid down in the Lahorc rcsolution of the All-India 
Muslim Lcague popularly known as Pákistán?” 

In support nf this point, Mr. Jínnah thiis 
pvocceds. '‘Babu Rajendra Prashad with his judicial 
mind ought to know that first the principle of 
partitioning India must be agrecd upon, then alone 
comes the question of what ways and means should 
hc adopted to give effect to that decision. The 
question of dctáils will arisc then, and with good 
will, undcrstanding and statcsnianship we shall. let 
US hopc, scttle thein amongourselves. Where there is 
a will, there is a way. Has Babu Rajendra Prashad 
known any cxample where the detaíls háve been 
discLisscd before. without the principle having been 
aceepted ? Even in the čase of partition of joint 
fainilics with which Babu Rajendra Prashad is so 
familiar, there is eíther an agreement or a deereeand 
then comes the question how best and equitably to 
divide the propertij.” 

Continuing his argument, Mr- Tinnah thus 
lucidíy points out, ‘.'The latest example in history ís 
that of Ireland- The constitútion of north and south 
Ireland was finally agreed upon after the principles 
and the basis of division were settled. So was the 
caše with Burma-, Símilarly the decision to separate 
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Sínd was taken first and then the details of the 
scheme were considered and given effect to” 

To ťhis concise and clear exposition of the 
čase, Babu Rajendra Prashad gives the evasive reply. 
■‘I do not know why and how Mr. Jínnah has 
gathered that I am not opposed to the hasíc 
principles of the scheme of partitíon of India. I 
wanfc the details of the scheme of partition oE India 
as embodiediii the resolution of the Muslim League, 
to enable me to judge its implícatíons and to 
understand what I am expected to accept.”He 
denies the analogy of joint Hindu family and asks 
Mr. Jinnah, ‘‘Does he admit that the Hindus and 
Muslims oí India háve so far constituted one joint 
family, and that a partition has now become neces- 
sary ?” 

Like a clever lawyer Babu Rajendra Prashad 
evades the reál issue whether partition is desirable 
or not by laying emphasis on how the details of 
partition will be worked out. If, as he says, the 
Congress has declared more than once that India 
is one and iiidivisible, why does he insist on being 
supplied with details ? The obvious conclusíon 
from his reply is that he is keen to know the details 
in order to create a split in the ranks of Muslims 
on this point and to reap the benefits of a divide 
and rule polícy. He has disclosed his reál motives 
by his showing in contrast the various schemes con- 
cerning the partition of India and by his enquiring, 
“what aré the territories to be included iii the two 
zones ?” 
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The Lahore resolufcíon of the League clearly 
lays clown that “geographically contiguous unks 
should bc clemnreated into regions which.shouid be 
50 con5CÍtiifcd. wíth such terrítoríal adjustments as 
may he. ncccssary, that the areas in which the Mus- 
iims are numcrically in a majority, as in the north- 
\vo5tcrn and eastern eones oř India, should be group- 
cd to constitutc independent States in which the 
constituent units shall be autonomous and sove¬ 
reign.” 

ín the light of this resolution, it is easy to 
know what are the territories likelj to be included 
ín the two Muslim zones. The League has not 
so far gíven official recognition to any one of the 
schemes which Babu Rajendra Prasbad has referred 
to in his rejoinder, but it has laid broad ourlines 
whicii Icad to clear results. The North-vi^^estern 
zone is bound to include the Punjab, the Fronder 
Province. Sind. Kashrair and Baluchístan as 
Muslims form a numerical majority in every one 
of these units and they are geographically 
contiguous. 

If the Muslims can be a party to any readjustment 
of frontiers, that can oniy be in the exciusion of 
Ambala Division from the Punjab, as it does not 
form really a part of it. The Punjab proper is the 
land of the five rivers which fertilise the vast stretch 
of territory between the Indus and the Sutluj 
rivers. 

The Eastern Muslim zone will comprise thé 
whole of Eastern Bengah Sylhet and Goalpara Dis- 



RAJEN BABU’S REJOINDER 


151 


tricts of Assam and parts of Western Bengál. Here 
again the readjustment of frontiers is possible but 
the governing principle will be that all geographi- 
cally contiguous areas where Muslims are numerical- 
ly in a majority will be grouped together to form an 
independent State. The Muslims form one-fourth 
of the total population of India; they are entítled to 
claim national homelands in the no^,thern and 
eastern zones on the basis of their numerical 
strength. 

Babu Rajendra Prashad stiil seems to be under 
the delusion that the Muslims are a minority in 
India on the analogy of Jews in Europe and that 
India being one indivisible, Muslims cannot be 
conceded any rights except what the Congress High 
command may be pleased to confer out of grace 
and good will. Muslims are not bound to furnish 
details of the scheme of partition to any third 
party, unless the same agrees first to recognise the 
justice of its cause. 

Babu Rajendra Prashad, in dealing with the 
Pákistán čase, uses the same argument that is con- 
demned by the Congress when ušed by the British 
Government. He wants to know a detailed scheme 
of partition enjoying popularity among all sections 
of Muslims. Exactly so Mr. Amery makes it a 
condition prior to his consent that all the principál 
elements of India’s population should agree on the 
kind of constitution they want. To repeat Mr. 
Amerys’ words, “the framework of India’s new con¬ 
stitution should be devised not by the British 
Parliament, but by Indians themselves and it must 
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bo fhc outcomc of an agreement among the principál 
cJcmcnts in India s natural Hle/' íf the Congress 
can {n<;{f;t on indcpendence first and the details of 
tiio coníititutíon to be worked out afterwards, it has 
no rígln- to demand fiill dctailsof Pákistán scheme 
first hoforc agrccing to the basic principles under- 
íying ít. If Mr.Amcry is hypocritical and insincerein 
his profcssions, Babu Rajendra Prashad cannot daim 
ímmiinity from a simíiar charge, But íf it is admitt- 
ed that the British Government has every rigbt to 
know how the Indians are likely to agree upon the 
actual woťking of the new constitution that they 
demand, the Congress too as representative of 
Hindus can clatin to know the details of the scheme 
of Pákistán in so far as they will affect their interests. 

Let the Congress first concede that a new 
constitution shouid be devised in agreement with 
the principál elements in India s national life, then 
alonc it can claim the ríght to know the details of 
the Pákistán Scheme. Failure to comply with the 
firsfc condition, on the part of Congress exonerates 
Muslim Lcague from all responsibility to comply 
with the second condition. 

Just as Babu Rajendra Prashad wants the details 
of the scheme of partition of India to enable him 
to judge its implications and to understand what 
he is expected to accept, in the same strain Mr. 
Amery can press for the details of a scheme of con¬ 
stitution framed in accordance with Indián con- 
ception. Indián conditions and Indián needs to en¬ 
able him to judge whether it represents the free 
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consent of all important scctions of India and to 
understand what hc is cxpccted to accept. 

Babu Rajcndra Prashad in his reply to the first 
point raised by Mr. M. A, Jinnah, further raises 
some questions which in his opinion admit of no 
answers. Quoting from “Thoughts on Pákistán,” 
he says rhat thc rcvenue of Muslim States will be 
36 crorcs and that of thc rest of India 120 crores. 
The revcnuc of the Muslim States, in his opinion, 
is not sufficicnt to maintain a powerful land force, 
a navy and air force, with all the necessary equip- 
ment of a modem army. 

Babu Rajendra Prashnd should know that this 
revenue is four times that of Afghánistán and three 
times that of Persia and will enable the Muslim 
States to raise a formidable army superior in 
strength and equipment to that of any neighbour- 
ing Muslim country- 

Moreover, by entering into non-aggression 
pacts with the other Muslim States and by follow- 
ing a policy of appeasement towards the frontier 
tribes, the danger of invasion from north-west will 
be averted once for all, The reál danger to the 
security of Muslim States can lie from Hindu India. 

If Babu Rajendra Prashad thinks that the 
financial resources of the Muslim States will not 
enable them to maintain their independence in face 
of the vast resources of Hindu India, he is really 
making an attempt to play upon Muslim fears of 
Hindu might and wants to coerce them into accept- 
ing the position of a subject race depending upon 
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ího proicction of Hindu India. The Muslíms would 
hnve nevěr hcid out the ideál of complete indepen- 
dcncc hcforc their minds if they had been con- 
vinced. as Babu Rajendra Prashad seems to imagine 
that they would not be ablc to maintain a modem, 
army strong cnough to defend their States against 
cncroachmcnts from Hindu India. A nation which 
cannot. maintain its indcpendence by its own 
strength has no right to live and if in a future 
combnt after India has achieved independence 
Muslim’ States wili not be able to hold fcheir own 
against Hindu India, they will not blame their new 
victors but will tacitly accept the consequcnces ot 
their defoat Babu Rajendra Prashad need not shed 
crocodile tears on their bchalf í^nd feel disappointed 

at their dire future pcospeets. lnut 

confidcncc in their own patnotic zeal and valoui 
and Unow well how to defend their hearths and 
homes against aggression. 

A sccond question raised by Babu Rajendra 
Pnshad is whether Sikhsand Hindus will be recruit- 
L frthi armics maintained by Muslim States and 
wlicthcr a reciprocal treatment of Muslíms will be 
expected in Hindu India. 

The simplc reply to this question is that 
• .Ifment in the Pákistán Army will be open to 
reciuitmei , nrooortion ot each 



RAJEN BABU'S REJOINDER 155 

sovereign powers and cannot interfere in the affairs 
of one another, one ma^^ point out that such 
rcciprocal trcatment will be guaranteed in the 
constitiition. For examplc, the Sikhs in the Punjab 
will be guaranteed certain rights through safeguards 
in the constitution which will be considered among 
the Fundamcntals of the statě. The Muslim statě in 
špite of these speciál rights of the Sikhs will continue 
to be sovereign and independent. Similarly the 
Muslims in Hindu India, will be guaranteed speciál 
rights under the constitution. 

In cases where a statě oppresses its minorities 
in contraventionof the provisions of the constitution 
which guatantee them protection, it may not be 
legally possible for a neighbouring statě to interfere. 
but the risk involved in creating internal dissentions 
will by itself be a sufficient check upon the 
aggressivc polic}*' of the statě. The rights of 
minorities will be guaranteed before the new 
constitution has come- into force and not 
as Babu Rajendra Prashad seems to think, 
after the new States háve come to function as 
sovereign and independent States. Muslims insist 
on the grant of reciprocal rights to minorities as .a 
condition precedent to the forming of new States 
but once these rights háve been guaranteed on a 
uniform agreed principle, no statě will háve the 
legal right to interfere in the affairs of the other, 
The minorities will háve to depend upon the 
safeguards of the constitution, backed by the good- 
will and consent of the majority people. 
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As long ns minoritics wiJI contínue to enjoy 
tne speciál riííhts as safeguarded under the constitu- 
tion, the chnnces of conflict with the majority in 
power will never arise or if they arise at all through 
some misunderstanding, will never také a serious 
tiírn- In cases, however, where it becomes evident 
on careful cxamination, thac the majority is bent 
upon oppressing the minorities.and is actingin clear 
brcach oř the constitution, it is open to the latter 
to use all mcasures possible in the defence of its 
own interests. The minorítíes may even invoke 
the help of a neighbouring coiíntry which is 
syrapatbctic to its cause and strong enough to 
gívc material assistancc. 

The čase of Sudeten Germans is a clear 
instance in point. For about 20 years after the 
last European War, the Sudeten Germans lived 
under the new State of Czecho-Slovakía, but as 
the Czechs failed to win over the German 
minority and followed a programme of 
nationalisation which endangered the rights of the 
latter, dissensions arose in the State, and Hitler 
availed himself of the opportunity to liberate first 
the German minority and then to annex the whole 
country. The Czechs discovered only when it 
was too latě that they had failed to appease the 
minorities in the State. Had they taken into con- 
fidence the minorities just when the new State of 
Czecho-Slovakia came into existence. 20 years 
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would háve been a sufficiently long period in 
cementing their relations with other nationalities. 

There was a clear opportunity for the Czechs 
to win. over the German minority once for all 
by offering it liberál concessions and by making 
it feel that its lot was much better than that 
of its kinsmen in Germany. But unfortunately 
in the bouř of their pride and glory, the Czechs 
openly trampled upon the rights of these mino- 
rities and made systematic efforts to enforce Czech 
language and culture in German-speaking parts of 
the country. Had the Czechs pursued a liberál 
policy towards the minorities, it is possible to 
think that Hitler would not háve been furnished 
an excuse for interference and the course of 
European history might háve been changed, Hitler 
in 1938 was not yet a terror for Europe nor could 
it be anticipated, on theauthority of the bestmilitary 
experts of the time, that Germany was strong enough 
to throw into a turmoil the whole of Europe. The 
discontented Gerrq,an minorities in Czecho-Slovakia 
and Poland were not yet prepared to see their 
kinsmen in Germany involved in a world war for 
their saké, ^the consequences of which would be 
equally disastrous for all. Those who think 
Germany was bound to interfere in the name of 
German minorities in the affairs of her neighbouring 
States, however liberál concessions might háve been 
granteď to them, ignore this important aspect of 
the question that the German minorities in Czecho- 
Slovakia and Poland would not háve clamoured 
for their separation, had they been assured of full 
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protcccion of thcir interests in the States in whích 
thcy livcd. Thcir contentment wouid háve 
cxcrcisod a restraining influence upon the ambitions 
of Germnny. and might háve spared other countries 
the ravagcs of disastrous war. 

Babu Rajendra Prashad is utterly wrong in 
siipposing that safcguards řor minorities will be 
cxerciscd only on rcciprocaí consíderation in Hindu 
and Muslim India. The Pákistán Scheme does not 
imply that if Hindu India adopts the policy of_ 
opprcssing its Muslim minorities, the Muslim States 
will opprc.ss Hindu minorities in retaliation. If 
such a deplorable situation arises^ it shall be the 
morol duty of the Muslim States to see that their 
non-Muslim minorities still continue undisturbed 
in the enjoyment of their speciál rights. They 
will still seek their strength in the united good will 
of the majority and minority peoples and will 
bring to bear their moral pressure on Hindu India 
fhrough the fulfílment of their own rninorky 
obligations. In cases. however, jvhere the majority 
in power will be absolutely callous to all moral 
appeals for the betterment of the lot of its mino* 
ritieSj force may be ušed as a iast resort if the. 
country interested in the fate of the minorities 
considers itself scrong enough to také up their 
cause. 

Babu Rajendra Prashad, however, thinks that 
once a country is declared sovereign and inde¬ 
pendent, it is free to manage its own mternal 
affairs, as it likes and the minorities will háve no 
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right to look for protection to any reciprocal 
consideration agrced upon with a neighbouring 
country. This is ail true on páper, but in practíce 
a government is boiind in its treatment towards 
minorities to observe certaín important con- 
siderations, Firstly. that its policy sbalí not drive 
the minorities to a statě of exasperation, leading 
them on to open rebellion. Secondly, that 
its policy sbalí not transgress the rights secured to 
the minorities under safegiiards. Thirdly. that 
public opinion in generál shall support its policy on 
moral grounds: And finally, that its policy shall 
not involve the risk of entering into war with 
anothcr country interestcd in the lot of minorities. 

Babu Rajendra Prashad does not seem to háve 
faith in any of these considerations and cites the 
instance that Muslim counfcries háve never interfered 
in the past in the interest of Muslim minorities 
in other countries. This view however, is based 
upon superficial observation. None of the Muslim 
countries refered to by him is strong enough to 
interfere in the interests of Muslims elsewhere. 
The fear that this interference may involve it in 
war resulting in its own defeat has always exercised 
a strong deterrent effect on a Muslim country. 
Wiio can tacitly accept that Afghánistán is not 
moved at all when the Muslims in Tribal areas are 
unduly harassed by British authorifcies ? What 
prevents her from actively siding with the cause of 
her Muslim brothers is the fear that the risk of 
interference may cause her own ruin by involving 
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her m vvnr, with the whole might of the British 
Lmpire. íf ono oř all oť the Muslim countries 
hatí hcen hirst Class Powers on the líne of certain 
Western nation, rhey would havc never perraitted 
iniliions of their co-rcligionists in other coímtries 
to remain contont with a lifo oř abject siibjection. 

Hisfory furnishes iis many cxamplcs where 
countrios háve cttectively intcrfcrcd in the interest 
ot the minoritios in which they werc interested. 
Czíírht Russia aiways claimcd to bc the protcctor of 
Christian mínorítics in the former Turkish Empire 
while England and France on many occasions took 
up the cause of Copts in Egypt and Christians 
and ]c\vs in Syria and Palestině. 

ít is a mere flight of imagination to suppose 
that once rwo countries becomc fully sovereign and 
independent, tlicy become absolutely secure from 
the interference of onc another and can pursue any 
policy they like towards their minorities irrespective 
of any cosideration, Supposing the American mino¬ 
rity in Siianghai is put to death by the Japanese. 
wiií not this provoke U.S.A. to an open war with 
Japan. The plea that both countries are indepen¬ 
dent and sovereign will not prevent one from 
interfering in the affairs of the other. Our Congress 
friends inlndia tako shclter in legal fictions and 
phrases when they suit their intetests and ignore 
that these are open to other interpretations than 
thosc conceived by them, 

A typical instance of this is furnished where 
B.tbii R-iiendra Prashad thinks that Pákistán and 
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Hindustan as separate independent States will be 
influenced by the intrigues of foreign powers and 
will be drawn into hostilities. If this fear can be 
considered a sufficient check to the creation of 
independent States, Enrope should not háve been 
split lip into 26 national States and Hitler should 
háve been given credit for his attempt to unify 
Europe under German domination with a view to 
savé it from all future wars. 

Does Babu Rajendra Prashad wísh to make it 
a condition precedent to accepting the principle of 
Pákistán that the Muslim States should háve no 
independent foreign policy of their own and that 
they should always be guided in their foreign rela- 
tions at the sweet will of Hindu India ? Muslims 
will be simple dupeš if they can accept a new 
definition of independence at the dictation of Con- 
gress, which will practically reduce the Pákistán 
States to a position of subservience. Babu Rajendra 
Prashad has no right to know what will be the 
foreign policy of Pákistán just as Mr. Amery cannot 
bind down a free India to the foreign policy of 
Great.Britaín. Muslims want to live at peace and 
it is enough tor B. Rajendra Prashad to know that 
MuslimStates háve never been aggressors in any 
war durng the last 200.years. 

The Ottoman Empire in Turke 5 ^ the Muslim 
States of Afríca, Central Asia, Persia and Afghánis¬ 
tán háve always been on the defensive and the 
various wars in which they were engaged and in 
which many of them lost their independence were 
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all inspircd hy ambitious designš on the part of 
Luropcan powers. In India, too, prior to the 
cstablishment of Bridsh rule, the Muslim States of 
Bengál Oudh, Rohilkhand, Karnatic. Hyderabad, 
bindh and Mysore were never the aggressors in 
nny war that was fought with the East India Com- 
pany or the Mahrattas. Pakistan’s foreign policy 
will loo follow on the traditions cf Muslim States 
in the past. It will be based upon two essentiaí 
considerations. (1) collaboration with other States 
so as to form a strong barrier against Communism 
and Fascism and (2) pursuit of peaceful relations 
with all co un tri es. 


C in •] 

Babu Rajcndra Prashad ís anxious to . know 
the resoLirces of Pákistán, what shall be its future 
programme of developmeiit, how it will pursue its 
economic, exchange and currency polic}'. All these 
questions concern the people of Pákistán and no- 
body expects an outsider to look at these problems 
with genuinc sympathy and a desire for theír 
solution. Supposíng for the saké of argument that 
Pákistán pursues an exclusive economic policy in 
the interest of its own people or does not possess 
enough resources to guarantee a life of plenty and 
prosperity for its people, can this be considered a 
sufficient reason to deprive the people of índepen- 
dence? The statesmen of Europe created a dozen 
new States on the termination of the last European 
war, but none of them cared to enquire what would 
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be their economic polic}^ or programme of develop- 
ment. The principle that every impoi tant nationa- 
lity concentrated in a compact part ot a country 
had the right to exercise self-determínation was 
conceded first and the details were worked out 
afterwards. 

If economic or financial considerations had 
prevailed, Austria Hungary wouid háve never been 
split up into half a dozen States and the various 
nationalities wouid háve been federated into a 
common statě with a federal government at the 
Centre. Similarly, the Baltic Provinces on the 
Western border of Czarist Russia had no justifica- 
tion for torming independent States, if economic or 
financial considerations had alone been the decisive 
factor. Europe. however, was then awakened to a 
new faith, a new creed and a new hope. It was to 
concede the right of self-dctermination to those 
minorities or peoples in Europe which had so far 
been deprived of it. Those minorities that occupied 
compact terrícories were assigned the status of 
independent States while their kinsmen who were 
still left as subject people in other States were 
considered as true minorities dcserving of safeguards 
in the constitutions of their respective States. The 
Magyars in their homeland in that part of Hungary 
where they lived in a compact region were granted 
the status of a nation and their kinsmen in 
Rumania were assigned the rights of a minority. 

On this principle which was extended to all 
the new States of Europe, the same nationality. 
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wíis a niajoiít}^ in one part of Europe enjoying the 
status of a sovereign statě while it was treated as 
a minority in otlier parts of Europe. The 
Rumanians. the Poles the Yugo-Slavs, the Magyars, 
the Finns, the Latvians, the Lithuaneans, the 
Esthonians and the Austrians were majority peoples 
in chc respcctive regions assigned to them but were 
trcated as minoriries in regions other than their 
own. 


In so far as it was practically possible the 
minority question was sctded in Europe once for 
all after the last war. Only such minorities were 
deprived of the status of independent nationalities 
as could not possibly be converted ínto majorities 
by a readjusement of geographical frontiers. 

Before the last war, 80 millions of people in 
Central and North-Eastern Europe were considered 
as minorities whose interests were not properly 
defended in the countries of which they formed 
important parts. But almosfe all these minorities 
with the excepbion of Jews, who like Sikhs and 
Christians of India did not form a compact majority 
in any c.ompact region, were given the status of 
independent nations. Poland, Czecho-Slovakia 
Austria, Hungary Finland, Esthonia. Latvia. 
Líthuania were recognised as sovereign States 
while Rumania and Serbia were eniarged to include 
their kindred peoples. By this arrangement, the 
former minorities of Russia. Germany and Austria- 
Hungary were reduced from 80 millions to 20 
millions or in other words, fths of the minorities 
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were groiiped into independent States and rithstill 
remained minorities as before. In Poland, the 
Poles formed 66"ó of the population but there still 
lived 3^ million jews, a million Germans, and some 
millions of Russians. 

If a statesman of Babu Rajendra Prashaďs bent 
of mind had been given a position of authority in the 
framing of the Treaty of Versailles, he would háve 
considered the settlement of minoiity problém, as 
devised after the last war, as no solution and would 
háve straight away raised the issue. ”So long as 
some 20 millions of Europeans háve still to remain as 
minorities, it is no good to grant índependence to 60 
millions of them even though they occupy compact 
parts of Europe,” According to him, 20 million Poles, 
10 millions of Magyars, 7 millions of Austrians, the 
nationalitics of the Baltic Region, the Rumanians, 
the Jugo-Slavs and the Czeco-Slovaks would not 
háve deserved Índependence as many millions of 
their kindred people would háve still to accept the 
lot of minorities. 

Lest there be any doubt on this point, I 
refer to Babu Rajendra Prashaďs statement in 
which he says, “One could háve thought Pákistán 
suggested a solution of the communal problém. It 
docs not touch that question at all as it leaves 
Muslim minorities in the so-called Hindu India 
and Hindu minorities in the so-called Pákistán as 
they are to-day”*. 

This statement shows a deliberate misunder- 
standing of the whole minority problém pf India. 
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The P.ikisLan Scheme provides national bomelands 
in tlíc Northern and ^ Eastern zones oř India for 
more than 2/3íd of Indián Muslims and reduces the 
Muslim minority of 90 millions to that of 25 
millions under Hindu India, and yet Babu Rajendta 
Prashad has the hardihood to say that the Pákistán 
scheme docs not touch the minority questíon at 
nll! Even a fool can decide vvhether to choose full 
indcpendcnce for 65 millions of his co-religíonists 
or a permanent enslavement and subjection for 90 
millions of them, Does Babu Rajendra Prashad 
suppose that Muslims do not understand what is 
vital fco their own interests ? Has he any other 
alternativě proposal as a panacea for India’s ills ? 

The Muslims háve offered a workable propo* 
sition which alone is possible under the peculíar 
conditions of India. This proposition follows the 
lineš that háve been tried in Europe. It may not 
solve the communal problém in its entirety, but 
will minimisc its iraportance and reduce it to the 
narrowest possible limits. The fact of Muslim 
minorities remaining in Hindu India and of Hindu 
minorities remaining in Muslim India cannot stand 
as a permanent bar in the way of givíng trial to the 
Pákistán Scheme just as the existence of 20 millions 
of minorities in the new States of Europe created 
or enlarged after the last war, could not be conside- 
red sufficient argument for depriving these States 
of the right to self-determínation. 

If the Muslim States will háve minorities, it 
will be solely because there is no other course open 
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,to convert them into majorities'. Similarly the 
Muslim minorities in Hindu India will háve to 
suppress their aspiration, for independence simply 
because they are not entitled to claim independence 
on the principle of self-determination. A true 
minority, which is scattered ověř a country and 
does nor mustcr strong in any compact part so as 
to fonn a majority, cannot daim independence on 
any modem test Even if it is placcd in power 
under a scheme of compromise, it cannot retain its 
power for long. Supposing the 12 per cent of Sikhs 
in the Punjab or 14 per cent of Muslims in the 
U.P. are put in power in their respective provinces- 
Shall they be able to retain it permanently ? The 
answer to this question alone can decide whether 
minorities forming a part of the population in a 
Province can claim status of independent natíona- 
lities. 

I now také up the second point in Mr. Jinnah’s 
statement to which exception has been taken by 
Babu Rajendra Prashad in his rejoinder. Mr. Jinnah 
is reported to háve said that the Congress is res- 
ponsible for the failure of negotiations to arrive at 
a settlement and that the Congress position was 
most arrogant and dictatorial. Babu Rajendra 
Prashad himself admits that during the conversa- 
tions which had táken plače during the last three 
or four years bctween Mr. Jinnah and the represen- 
tatives of the Congress, the two parties could never 
progress, beyond the preliminary stage of setting 
their respective status and no concrete proposals 
for a settlement of the communal question arose. 
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On two occasions as stated by Mr. Jinnah, 
opportunitics for a communal setclement were oniy 
frustraced by the refusal of the Congress to recog- 
nise the Muslim League as the authoritative and 
reprcscntative^ organisation of the Muslims of 
India. Mr. Subhas Bose, in a letter dated Octo- 
bcr 2. 1933, addresscd to Mr. Jinnah. definitely 
as.^íGrted that “the Leagiie does not expect the Con- 
gress co acknowledgc ks status as the authoritative 
Muslim organisation of India. If this viewis 
accepted by the Leaguc, I am auchorísed to statě 
the Working Committee vvill confer with the 
Commitfcee that may be appointed by the League.” 
On the second occasion when Babu Rajendra 
Prashad was the President of the Congress,' the 
Leagtie was required to support the resolution of 
the Congress Working Committee concerning the 
demand for immediate independence of India and 
the declaration of the right of the people to frame 
their own constitudon by means of a constítuent 
assernbly whích was to be elected on the basis of 
adult franchise, But when the League put forth 
its claini for equal status with the Congress as a 
representative organ of Muslims, the Congress was 
unable to agree. 

Babu Rajendra Prashad justifies this attitude of 
the Congress on the flimsy grounds (1) that the 
Working Committee of the Congress had received 
warnings against recognising the executive status 
of the League,-(2) that there were other Muslim 
organisations functíoning independently of the 
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League, so that some of them werc staunch 
supporters of the Congress (3) and that there were 
individual Musalmans who were Congressmen and 
exercised no in-consíderable influence in the 
country. 

Now this argument clearly implies that the 
Congress has withheld recognition from the Mus 
lim League as an authoritative and representative 
organ of Muslims on the sole ground that it does 
noc reprešant all classes of Muslims. Does not a 
similar argument apply to the Congress when it 
poses to stand for the interests of India as a whole 
and eonsiders itself as the sole representative organ 
of India’s political aspirations ? If the League does 
not represent the Muslims of India as a whole, the 
Congress toó does nofc represent Hindus as a whole 
not to say of the Muslims, the depressed classes, and 
the Indián Princes who do not recognise ifcs 
authority. If it can be said that the Congress can 
claim support for its cause among a large numberof 
Muslims, the same can be said for Muslim League 
which is supported by the rainorities in generál—the 
Depressed Classes, the Justice Party, the Christians 
and Anglo-Indians. 

Mr. Amery has repeatedly refused to 
aeknowledge Congress as the only party that counts 
in India, as he believes that the Congress wants an 
India to be governed by Congress for Congress on 
Congress lineš. He challenges its representative 
characrer on the ground that it does not command 
the confidence of the League and other interests- 
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This is exactly the same argument as is ušed by the 
Congress in its dealings with the Muslim League. 


If the Congress has the right to question the 
rcprescncatíve character o£ the Muslim League on 
rhc ground that it does not represent all Muslims 
the British Government has an equal right to assert 
that the Congress does not represent all classes of 
pcoplc in India. 


The Congress holds the British Government 
rcsponsible for not coming to terms with it and 
soiving the present deadlock, but when the same 
allcgation is laid by the Muslim League agaínst the 
Congress for not coming to terms with it, the 
I eague is considered to blame. The Congress 
<?ays to the Muslims, “present a united front and 
you will get all that you demand,” but when the 
same advice is given to it by Mr. Amery, it loses its 
patience and threatens him with Civil Disobedience. 
The Muslims fail to understand the logic that 
guides the Congress mind. If the League cannot 
be recognised as an authoritative and respresentative 
body of Indián Muslims, why is the British Gov¬ 
ernment asked to recognise the Congress as the 

authoritative and representótive body of India as a 

whole ? According to the Congress way of thrnking 
both the'League and Congress are unrepresentative 
in cha.acter and hence háve no right to ^ 

he interests they claím to represent, The only 
- „rív ro remove this defect hes in the united 
ef forts of the principál elements in India's population 
to present a common front. 
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A Communal Settlement alone is the pre- 
requisite essential to the success of any negotiations 
with the British Government. The present 
deadlock will never be solved unless the Congress 
changes ics attitude. The Brifcish Government 
wants it to frame a constitutíon in consultation 
with the Muslim League. The League on its part 
requescs it to come to terms with it. The depressed 
classes háve no confidence in Congress and háve 
joined hands with the Muslim League, The Justice 
Party of Madras Presidency does not see eye to eye 
with Congress. The Indián Princes do not recognise 
its authority in their States- But still it takés its 
stand on the high plane of infallibility for its ideals 
and refuses to recognise justice in the voíce of others. 
■ Does it not furnish a clear evidence that the 
Congress aione is responsible for che political 
dead-lock ? Nothing but itsarrogant and dictatorial 
position has prevented it so far from coming 
down to face realities. 



3. Saprus Opposition to 
Pákistán, 

[í ] 

Sir Tej Bahadur Sapru in an articJe in the 
“Twcntieth Centur 5 % under the caption “Mr, 
Amery and Borabay Conference,” reminds the 
British Government of the importance oř preserv- 
ing India’s geograpliical unity and expresses himself 
strongly against any scheme which aims at the 
dissection of India. In his earnestness to resolve 
the present political deadlock, he suggests to the 
British Government that it should enforce a new 
constitution based on Indias political unity and 
offering safeguards to Muslims and other 
minorities 

The article is written in a strain which 
seems to imply that it is primarily meant for the 
consumption of the British people. I také up those 
points in the article which bespeak of partisan 
spirit and deliberately misrepresent the Muslim 
čase, 

He thus starts, “I am glad that Mr. Amery 
referred to the history of the 18th century in India, 
for that is a period full of warnings to us. The 
analogy of the 18th century hoJds good and that 
should be a warning to the Hindus and Muslims 



SAPRU’S OPPOSITIHN TO PÁKISTÁN 173 

alike." What Mr. Amery acfcually meant in his 
specch was that neither an India divided into a 
number of warring States, as ifc was on the dědině 
of the Moghul Empire, nor again an India united 
at the dictat-ion of Congress could maintain its 
independence without entering into partnership 
wiih the British Commonweakh of Nations. 

The speech was a self-contradiction in terms 
as in óne breath Mr- Amery depiored that “once 
broken up into separatc and independent entities, 
India would relapse as it did in the dědině of the 
Moghul Empire into a welter of contending 
powers.” while in the other breath he warned the 
Congress that even a united India could not main¬ 
tain her internal and external security without the 
British protection. To repeat his actual words, “Is 
that security which India First implies ever possible 
fqr India except in assured reliance upon some wide 
partnership ?” Sir Tej Bahadur takés up the sugges- 
tion of Mr, Amery that partition will divide India 
into two hostile camps, but hc has not a word to 
say on the warning which Mr- Amery administered 
to the Congress and on the dangers he pointed out 
in accepting Congress schemc of independence in 
the foilowing words:~“The only solution of the 
moment,-until we háve got nearer to an agreement 
on principle, is one in which as individuals, the 
political leaders would keep the Viceroy’s Execu- 
tive uncommitted as regaids the future constitution 
of India and without prejudice.” 

“These proposals were rejected out of hand by 
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thc Congress. ' The attitiide of the Congress in 
this matter is one of all or nothing. It means not 
merely unqualified recognition of India’s indepen- 
dence biit aiso independence of India governed by 
Congress on Congress lineš. To accept that posi- 
tion or even to move towards it wouJd at once 
create infinite fcrouble in India and would go far 
towards threatening all hopes of bringing about a 
self-governing India, United in some measure at 
any rate within itseif.” 

In Sir Tej BahaduCs opinion, the Muslim 
Lcague alone is responsible for the present 
dcadlock while Congress and Hindu Mahasabha are 
ptepared to offer a practical solution. What that 
practical solution is can be judged from the sweep- 
ing remarks of Sir Tej Bahadur against the 
League s Pákistán Scheme, Iř Muslims give up 
their demands for Pákistán and agree to live 
as a minority forming an integrál part of India’s 
population, Sir Tej Bahadur “would bo prepared 
to go much farther than many other people in 
supporting'any scheme” which couid ímprove the 
position of minorities- 

Muslims would welcome if Sir Tej Bahadur 
couid offer a scheme as an alternativě to Pákistán 
but they would never agree if a new'constitu- 
tion Í 3 enforced upon them witliout their con- 
sent. How can they expect that the liberál 
leader will be more generous towards them than 
the Congress, as he does not believe in a communal 
settlemenc as.a prerequisite of any change in the 
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constitution and wants to force tlie hands of the 
British Government to frame a new constitution 
irrespective of the claíms oť the Muslim Leagiie 
whqse leader in his opinion is a dictator and can 
never be appeased. 

Sir Tcj Bahadur asks. “who is going to keep 
peace between Muslim India and the rest of India, 
if India is divided «nco two hoscile camps?’ The 
British, he thinks; will háve no concern nor any 
reason to interfere when Muslim India wants 
completely independent Muslim States and similarly 
other parts of India are to be equally independent. 
This makes clear that he conceives a scheme of 
Dominion Status in which India will be a partner 
in fche British Commonvvealth of Nations and will 
depend for its excernal and internal security upon 
the support of Great Britain. This line of argument 
ís meant to win the British public opinion in the 
cause of India’s unity. 

Even Mahatma Gandhi has expressed a similar 
view when he saíd, “If the British leave India fche 
Gurkhas and Punjabis from the north will overrun 
this country.’This argument implies that complete 
independence for India is out of the question as 
the British army and navy will be needed to defend 
India’s frontiers! The Muslim demand for the 
division of India into independent States is being 
opposed on the ground that the British army will 
no longer be available ťo interfere and extend its 
protecting hand. 

If the aim before the liberál leader is th'’ 
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continuance oř India’s connection with other 
members oř the British Empire, this cán be more 
readily achieved by a scheme of partition, and this 
for fcvvo reasons. India as a single unit will be too 
preponderant a partner in the British Common- 
wealth and will overshadow all other memberStates 
by its dominant voiee, while in čase o£ India’s 
division into a number oř self-governing States, 
Hindu India will not exercise a preponderant in- 
iluence and the proper balance will be maintained 
between her and other member States, Further, 
as in the opinion of Sir Tej Babadur there is bound 
to grow suspícion between Muslim States • and 
Hindu India, the need of the British army will be 
felt cíli such time that mutual confidence, has 
been restored and thus the liberál leadeťs object of 
keeping the British army in India will be achieved. 

The analogy of 18th century, which Sir Tej 
Babadur has quoted from, Mr. Amerys speech 
does not hold good at present. India undoubtedly 
was broken up into a number of ^warring States 
on the dechne of the Moghul empire, but it is 
ignored that the common people had no hand in 
the wars of the time which were dictated by the 
ambitions of Rajas and Nawabs who held absolute 
sway over theír subjects. The condítíons of 
the World háve now entirely changed and the 
principle of selfdetermination has been accepted as 
a substitute for force. The present disruption of 
World peace is an abmornal phase in history and 
cannot be quoted as ťurnishing permanent pti^i; 
ples for the future. On the analogy of Sir Tej 
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Bnhnuur, ií it wiH hc rroachciy for thc Brirish 

to Uc^^írroy ťuo unity wiiicii thcir nilc hns crcntcd in 
liuiia, it will bo a hinde ticachoiy for thc German 
ncoplc it rlu^y h-reak up Eiiropc into scpaintc States 
nírci they iuivo succccticd tn unifyinií ir under their 
tule. 

Sir Tci Hnlmdui admits rhat “whntcvcr faults 
you mny tijui witii iIk' Btnish, thcrc is no doubt 
thnt after AsokaV tímo, tiicy are the only pcople 
wim are ahic to cvolvc and maintnin tlíc gcejíraphi- 
cal and polirical inteiiniy oí india," Will not a 
similai praisc hc otfercd to the German pcople if 
somc ono sranding tor the unity oí Europc might 
say that. dospirc thc faults of tlíc Gciman pcople, 
they háve d(u;e oiio goed to Euiopc and tor thc 
íirst timc in histoiy háve cjcatcd n reál sense of po¬ 
lirical and gcographical unity among the pcople ? 
Even 50 thc Oticunans in Turkey and thc House of 
Hapshurg in thc íoímcr Austio-Hungnrian Empire 
had preserved thc polítical and gcogiaphical integri¬ 
ty oř their States; but no hisrorian can yet be found 
to pay a glowing ť-ribute to thc Tuiksand Austrians 
for preserving thc unity of their artificially contriv- 
cd States. Everybody knows the Indián empire is 
a British conquest and its unity has been achieved 
at thc point ot thc British bayonet. If the Muslim 
States of Bengál, Síndh, Oudh, or the Hindu States 
of India had been Icft to themselves, could they or 
their people háve ever voluntaiily agreed to merge 
into a bigger India and lose once for all their separate 
entities ? It is a mere accident in history which has. 
led to the unity of India at present, otherwiseAhe 
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Hindus cannot conceive any period in historj^ when 
India cxistcd as a united country with its present 
bounds and limics. 

Prior to the Muslim invasion, Northern India 
alonc was split iip into a number of warring Rajput 
States which scldoni united for a common cause. 
Earlicr than the Raiput period, under Harsha, Ka- 
nishka and Gupta Empires India as a whole was 
never a single political union. Asoka ' is probably 
the oniy king in history who through sheer conquest 
is said to háve ruled India as a whole, but then he 
was a Buddhist king and his empire fell to pieces 
immediately aftcr his death. 

One fails to understand how it will be a black 
trcachcry if India is divided on the principle of self- 
determination. Was it au act of black treachery 
when in the postwar settlement of the last war, 
Crarist Russia. Austria-Hungar}^ and Turkey were 
divided into a number of independent States ? 
Couid it be ever conceived that these new States 
would be constantl}’' at war and destroy each other.’ 
If the rising power of Germany had not presented 
a new terror for Europe, these new States would 
háve aiways lived at peace, A modem State yet in 
the stage of infancy has so many internal problems 
to solve that it will také 3 ’ears even centuries before 
it is fulb*^ organised to encroach upon a neighbouring 
countrj’^- Modem Germany was born in the ISch 
centur 3 % but it took it more fehan 200 years before 
it came to challenge and disturb the peace of Europe. 
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Hence the plea that the partition of India will lead 
to immediate war is all a fijlmcnt oť imagínation. 
One may ask Sir Tej Bahadur if it was a black trea- 
chery when the Grcat Powers of Europe agreed in 
1S30 to guarantec the separation of Bclgium which 
then formed an integrál part of the Netherlands. 
Was it again a black treachery when the British 
rceognised Ulstcr as a separate part of Ireland or 
when they agreed to separate Burma which had 
formed an integrál part of India under the British 
rule ? 


[ n ] 

Sir Tej Bahadur advances a political theory 
which is a purc concoction of his own imaginatíon 
and unsupported by political cxperience when he 
says. “When it is apparent that two big organised 
parties háve been carrying on domestic war under 
the ínspiration of different ideas and when each 
one of them claims for its princíples and resolutions 
the binding force of a creed, it is extremly dange- 
rous to make agreeraent between them a pre- 
requisite of any change in the constitution." He 
says, “what is to happen if they do not come to any 
agreement?” Let him find the answer ín the 
following statement quoted from a great modem 
political philosopher. 

Henry Sidgwick conceives that there are cases 
ín which the true interests of the whole may be 
promoted by disruptiom According to him if in 
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the portions of the same country, their respective 
inhabitants háve divergent needs and demands in 
resp^ct of legislation and other governmental inter¬ 
ference on account of difference of caste, religion, 
past history or present sociál conditions, it is no 
íonger desirable chat they should háve a common 
Government for internal affaírs; while if at the 
same time their external relations apart from their 
union would be very different and there is danger 
that cach part may lose more. by the risk of implíca- 
tions in otheťs quarrels than it is likely to gain 
from the aid of military force, complete separation 
is the only remedy. He says emphatically, that 
under such conditions as these, it is not to be desíred 
that any sentiment of historical patriotism or any 
pride in the national ownership of an extensíve 
terrifcory, should prevent a peaceful dissolution of 
the incoherent whole into its natural parts.” 

When we say that a majority has the legal 
ríght to impose its decisions on a minority, we 
always háve in mind a truly national statě. Polifeical 
experiencc of Europe and America knows of no 
minorities which are permancntly at variance with 
majorities and are prepared to carry their differences 
to the point of separation. 

Those who cite the American Civil War in 
support of preserving unity, even under the threat 
of war, forget the essential fact that in the U.S.A. • 
differences arose among members of the same com- 
munity allied in religion, language, culture, tradition 
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a majority ín a continuous portion of its oíd State s 
territory. 

Does Sir Tej Bahadur think that 175 years of 
British rule háve created a coherent national State ín 
India. Iř he sincerely believes this, why does he 
appeal to the British Government to frame a new 
constitution for the country instead of its being 
devised by the common consenť oí the people 
concerned. His very appeaI,“WillPar]iamei)tabdicate 
its righc or ciaim to frame any constitution for us?” 
is a clear confessíon that common agreement will 
never be possible in India. The Congress, too, 
when'it presses its demand for complete indepen- 
dence and expresses inability to compose its diffe- 
rence with the Muslim League proves the existence 
of a deep cleavage which cannot be dosed under 
any circumstances. The Bombay Conferenee and 
the statements of its Standing Commitfcee and Pre¬ 
sident* coupled with their threat to oppose tooth 
and nail the Muslim demand for Pákistán, háve oniy 
added fuei to the fire and furníshed Muslim 
another proof that there are bound to lemain 
fundamental differences between them and the 
Hindus—who may be conveniently grouped into 
the Congress, the Hindu Mahasabha and the 
Liberál Federation—on questions concerning the 
future constitution. The Liberál opposition wíll 
•further consolidate Muslim ranks and strengthen 
the hands of the League in presentiug a united 
front- 

Sir Tej Bahadur offers two criticisms againsb 
the demand for Pákistán which in his opiníon was 
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given a definite shape at the Madras session. 
Firstly, he says, “It hardly occurred to the Speaker 
(Mr. Jinnah) there were others, particularly the 
minorities in those zones, who could say that they 
never agreed to ic. Are they to be forced ?” 

Did it ever occur to Sir Tej Bahadur, when 
he appealed to tiie British Parliaraent to frarae a 
constitution for India, that there were 90 millions 
of Muslims who would never agree to it ? Could 
they be forced ? He has definitely asserted that 
he can support any scherae which can better the 
lot of Muslims provided they remain as a minority 
and an integrál part of India’s population. Mr. 
Jinnah, too, has definitely asserted that the 
minorities in Pákistán will be assured of all 
safeguards which they will consider necessary for 
the protection of their religious, economic, sociál, 
cultural and political interests provided they agree 
to remain an integrál part of Pakistan^s population. 
If the Muslims in Hindu Provinces can agree to 
accept fcheir lot as minorities, what prevents Hindus 
in Muslim provinces from accepting a similar 
position ? 

His second criticism is, “And whafc is to happen 
to the very appreciable number of Muslims outside 
these independent States in the north-west and 
eastern zones of India? Are- they to také appre- 
hended risks of submission to the majority rule of 
Hindus for the saké of Muslim majorities in these 
two favoured parts of India ?” Here again we may 
ask Sir Tej Bahadur, if one-third of Indián 



GENERAL CRITICISMS 
MusUras are to “ ^.t"“‘''aítlrnative if all 

minoricy Status in India as i Tnrlian nation< 90 

1 r>í ťhe idea oi « 


Cr /un střen., are 

minority status in ' j^ed Indián nation< 90 

o°t of^HinduJ 

lSorasÓnt4.30^^^^^ 

not také a \uat 60 millions of tn 

consolation to them that .„.hen 

u^^^Vtl>rs Wlli ne 


not také a 60 milHons of thei 

consolation to them .„.hen 

brothers wiU ci^ates. 

two independent btat ^ mínorities 

_ 1 of Eui 


:wo independent States- „..„orities 

The history oť Europe show ,„ 

S*!,?sSr£“ža^r.í,. 

own constitution 


mereiy 

wn constitution. rprmans clearly prov^d 

"='S5“r.t«íSí.iBs 


srSri£i'T'íť;řlíx 


SAPRU'S OPPOSITION TO PÁKISTÁN 185 


not offer a solution of the Communal Problém. 
He invites attention (1) to the effect of Pákistán 
on magnitude of the communal problém (2) and to 
its effect on communal. representation in the 
Central Legislature. Under the Pákistán scheme, 
there will be, according to him, 48 millions of 
■Muslims in their independent States and 184 millions 
in Hindu India. He then draws the conclusion, 
“that while without Pákistán, the communal problém 
involves 64 ciores of Muslims, after Pákistán it will 
involve only 2 crores of Muslims. Is this to be 
no consideration for Hindus who want communal 
peace ? Similarly after Pákistán the Muslim 
representation in the Central Legislature will be 
teduced from 33 per cent at present to 20 per cent 
in Hindu India. Dr. Ambedkar thus appreciates 
this result, ‘To me it appears that it- is a great 
improvement in the posítion of Hindps at th,e 
centre which.would never come to them if they 
oppose the" result.” 



4. The North-West Frontier 
Bogey. 

Mr. Sanadhi. a Madrasi Hindu, while críti- 
cising in the Jariuary issue of ‘Federated India’ the 
views expressed by Mr. Patrick Lacey iu the ‘Con- 
teniporai y Re view’in support of his suggestion for 
the creating of two Indias, exposes his reál nátuře 
and makes some sweeping remarks which are utterly 
untenabie. There is no justification foi. his asser- 
tion that “the Pathan isalways against Hindu pros¬ 
perity and power.” nor is he on his mora! grounds 
when he says. “It would not do thereřore to give a 
fillip to the unruly tribes thus by creating a zone 
entirely under a Muslim State, though in letter 
subordinate to the British sovereignty. ”His Mental 
derangement becomes apparent when he expresses 
the fear bhat once the N-W.F.P. “is made part oř 
Pákistán, the Hindus cannot háve peace" and then 
as a remedy he suggests that the India’s Land Gare 
way and Poiitical Spre should be under the jurisdic 
tion, civil and military. of a Body in which the 
Hindus should be in the majority.” 

These remarks, from a Hindu whose avowed 
sympathies are with the Congress, must come as a 
shock to the C.ongressite Muslims of the N- W. F. 
Province who háve been the staunch supporters' of 
Dongress so far. Mr. Sanadhi is not the first Hindu 
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vvho has played upon the fears of the Hindu mind 
against a possible danger frota the Pathans^ 
Mahatma Gandhi in an article in the ‘‘Harijan” 
expressed the same idea when he wrote. "Consider 
for one moment what can happen if the English 
were to withdraw all of a sudden and there was no 
foreign usurper to rule. Ife may be said that the 
Punjabis, be they Muslims, Sikhs or others, will 
overrun India.*’ 

It has been the favourite theme of all 
prominent Hindu leaders to sčir up the feelings of 
their community by the bogey of the Frontier 
danger. This serves tneir sinister motives m many 
waysv Firstly, the Bribish Government is reminded 
of the need of pursuing a strong policy against the 
Frontier people, and tribes. Secondly, the Hindu 
minority in the Frontier Province, which is in reality 
the most aggressive element in the Hindu 
community, is encouraged and emboldened in its 
pursuit of its baneful activities and in estorting 
concessions from the Frontier Government 'at the 
expehse of Muslims- Lastly, by an appeal to the 
historie feais of the Hindus that the N. W. F, 
Province has been a source of danger in the pasfc, 
a sense of political unity is created among them to 
prevent the Muslims from coming into power in 
any part of India. 

A careful examination of the Frontier Ques- 
tion will prove that the Hindu fears are absolutely 
groundless, The N.W.F. Province no longcr retains 
the same importance that it once heid in the past. 
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The danger to the security of India lies notso 
much in her land frontiers as in her long coast- 
iine, India is now exposed co an invasion by sea 
from Japan or a European power hostile to Grea.t 
Britaín. Her reál frontiers háve been extended as 
far as Singapore in the East and the Suez Canal in 
the West. 

If, however, it is stili conceded that- the 
Frontier Province is adangerzone. then the-menace 
to Indias secutity can no longer be expected from 
the Tribal Areas or Afghánistán, but from Sovíet 
Russia which is seeking access to the Sea 
southwards and is coveting the sea-ports on the 
Persian Gulf. The MusJim countries of Túrkey, 
Irán and Afghánistán, even when united, canríot 
successfully ward off a Russian invasion without 
the assistance of Great Britain, If these countries 
had any sinister designs on India, now was the op- 
portur\íty tor them to create troubie as the British 
Empire is involved in a life and death sfcruggle ,£or 
its very existence. But their friendJy relations with 
Great Britain, and their mutual pacts of alliance 
against a possible thrcar to their integrity from 
Russia or any other quarter clearly reveal that their 
attitude is one of defence and self-preservation. 

Those who řind in Afghánistán of tó-day the 
same urge for expansion and conquest as was the 
characteristic of this country in the past are utterly 
inistaken: Afghanistan’s present position is that 
of a buffer State between two Imperiál Powers and 
it cannot dare, to displease either. In the past, 
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Afghánistán freely drew upon the resources of 
Central Asia» which was then the breeding plače 
pf the most warlike races of Islám ; but since this 
vast country has been subjected to Russian rule, 
the people háve been entirely disarmed and lost 
touch with their military traditions. 

Moreover, wars in the past were decided by 
a mere display of superior physical strength and 
enthusiasm ; population then never counted as a 
source of reál strength. Modem wars depend upon 
a deliberate study of science and a number of other 
factors which were unknown in the past. Of the two 
countries, with a similar standard of civilísation, the 
one which has a greater knowledge of science and 
greater resources in man power and natural wealth 
is sure to win. In the conflict between Germany 
and France, the former was bound to triumph, as 
it could bring to bear the full weight of her 
resources upon France which is half as much as 
Germany in population. A Hindu India awakened 
to its full political consciousness stands in no 
danger from Afghánistán. This also refutes the 
idea that Pákistán is meant to be ušed as a weapon 
against Hindus who cannot defend their in- 
dependence. 

Chances of conflict, however, are bound to 
occur - on the Frontier if a policy is pursued in 
administration deliberately inimical to the interests 
of the originál inhabitants. The Frontier Provincé 
has a population of 5 millions including the Tribal 
areas, with a Hindu minority of a quarter of a 
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míllion. These Hindus are not the originál 
inhabitants oř thís area. They do not claim the 
sanie descent, religion, language, oť culture as the 
f achans. They háve in fact settled there mainly 
in cities during the British rule as ťraders. shop- 
keepers and raoney-lenders, In some cities like 
Bannu, the Hindu element ís predominant. The 
generál inapression about the econornic • posítion of 
the t\vo communities is that the Hindus possess 
wealth and propercy out oř proportion to their 
numerical strength, and hold a privileged position 
in trade and Services. Mašlím farmers and 
labourers toil hard co manage a raargínal existence^ 
blit the Hindus prosper and thrive on the řruits 
oř their labour. 

This unequa] distribucion oř econornic facilities 
has řorced more and more Muslims to migrate from 
cities to villages to be thrown on the meagre 
resources oř their land, There is no vbcation in 
which the Pathans can compete on equal termS 
with the Hindu and so their middle classes háve 
been practically ruined. This is the reason why in 
almost all the cities and villages, the internal trade 
is entirely carríed on by Hindus, 

The Frontier Problém is at the bottom a politicaí 
and econornic problém, The pathans love indepen-' 
dence and cannot tolerace mterřerence with their 
tribal liře, They are conscious of the faCt that their 
kíth and kin in Afghánistán enjoy perfect indepen- 
dence under a Muslim King while they are not 
allowed to retain even the ordinary politicaí rights 
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to which they háve been traditionally accustomed. 
The British Government is constantly moving to 
advance her frontiers and thereby íncrease her 
power and prestige among the independent tribes. 
Hence conflicts arise frequently. The economic ques- 
tion is also very acute. The tribesmen háve been for- 
ced to retire into the barren inteior of the Frontier 
Province while the fertile parts lie within the British 
jurisdiction. Their very sense of self-preservation 
moves them from time to time to make inroads upon 
British territoy and to rob and plunder the people. 
They make no discrimination between a Hindu oř a 
Muslim when they commitan act of brigandage. The 
Congress leaders háve often said that if they were 
allowed to visit the Tribal Areas, they could win 
over the tribes in no time and establish peace and 
friéndly relations between them and their neigh- 
bours. If their political .sentiment is satisfied and 
they are assured of economic adv^ntages, they will 
cease to disturb the peace of the settled districts. 

it is a slur upon the fair name of the Pathan 
to say that he is .always against Hindu prosperity 
and power, The Hindu has made a huge fortuně 
for himself in Afghánistán and the' Frontier Pro¬ 
vince. He owns exchange banks in Kabul and 
Kandhar, monopolises the entire carrying trade and 
pursues his trade in peace in the remotest frontier 
villages. All this tends to pro ve the peaceful 
intentions of the Pathan. But for his toleration, 
goodwill and fairminde.dness the Hindu wouid not 
háve been permíťted to dominate the urban element 
in all the cities and to exploit the resources of 
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country. Political consciousness is now forcing hím 
to také a due share in the wealth of his country- 
If he agítates for the restoration of his economíc 
ríghts or if he starts a Buy Muslim campaign, that 
does not imply that he is against Hindu prosperity 
and powen The Hindus .being a foreign element in 
the population, and a drain on its economic life, 
naturalíy the Pathan has a right to question the old 
economic systém under which he finds the doors of 
trade and shopkeeping dosed to hím. 

. The suggestíon that the Hindu should háve a 
dominant voice in the civil and military administra* 
tion of the Frontier Province, if he is co live at 
peace, is absurd, immoral and undemocratic. There 
is no method known- ro constitutional practice 
which can convert a minority of 2i lacs into a 
majority so as to possess greater rights than 50 lacs 
of Muslims. 

Granted it may be enforced under a, future 
Congress Government. But will it ensure peace to 
the Hindus ? The Pathan is the last person to bow 
down before coercion and threat to his indepen- 
dence- He knows hpw to retaliate. The safety and 
peaceful life of the Hindus lies in their refraining 
frora all political intrigues which may bring down 
upon them the wrath of their Muslim neighbouřs. 
If ever the Pathan realíses seriously that the Hindu 
wants to make his Province a subservient part of 
India to be governed in the interest of the Hindu 
minority, he will be forced to adopt the samá 
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methods against the Frontier Hindus as were emp- 
loyed by the Turks against the Armenians when 
they SLispected them of playing ínto the hands of 
foreign agents. 

Unfortunately, the Pathans háve been duped 
at present by a falše sense of exaltation which their 
great leader Khan Abdul Ghaffar Khan enjoys in 
Congress ranks. Mahatma Gandhí ís shrewd 
enoagh to humour the Frontier Gandhi, and con- 
sults him on ailmatters of high policy. 

The stress laid on non* violenee may háve been 
really designed to shatter the Pathan’s belief in 
violence and thereby disarm him and minimise his 
importance as a míUtary factor. There could be no 
better methoď of overcoming the possible Frontier 
danger than by converting a' powerful section of the 
Pathans to the Gandhian phílosophy. 

■ The best way to destroy ones enemy is to lure 
him to a falše sense of .securíty and then to kill him 
outright when a favourable opportunity presents 
itself. By enlisting the Pathans as camp tollowers 
of Congress, Gandhí has doně a great Service to the 
Hindu community. He has taken the first step in 
dispellíng their historie fears that the Frontier is a 
danger zóně for India* 



5 Radhakrishnan on Unitý 

In his convocation address to the students of 
the Dacca University Sir S. Radhakrishnan re- 
peaced the same arguments that so often háve been 
advanced on the poiitical platform o£ Congress and 
háve been openly chalienged by the Muslim League. 
He snatched isolated instances from history to 
prove that India is an indivisible unit and pleaded 
for India’s unification on the grounds that *'eco- 
nomicaíly the differenc pares are ínterdependent,” 
that “vve are all řaced by the same economic and 
sociál dísabilities,” that we all face a common peril. 
that the faith of Islám is not hostila to the tra- 
ditional polky of racial and religious fellowship, 
and that the problems facing us are neither Hindu 
nor Muslim but Indián, I will také up in this 
article the main argument in support of India s 
poiitical unity in the past to prove what it is 
worth for. 

Throughout the Hindu period in History 
which according to Sir Radhakrishnan is said to 
háve commenced from fourth millenium B.C. and 
lasted down co the ponquest of India by Muslims 
in 1200 A.D. during a spán of over -5,CC0 years, India 
never existed with its present bounds and limits 
except for a short period under the Empire of 
Asoka, Even then the empire was a result of 
conquest and not of the natural desire on the part 
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of the theii independent kingdoms to unitě. 
When Asoka conquered Talinga, a Hindu statě in 
the South he had to wade through a river of blood, 
and it is said that more than a hundred tbou- 
sand people were killed and even a greater number 
were led inco captivity. The sight of bloodshed im- 
pressed the King so much that thenceforth he 
discarded Hinduism and became a convert to 
Buddhism. This single incident is quite suffícient 
to prove how far the unity of India under Asoka 
was based on the goodwill of the people. Asoka’s 
new faith and pious life as a faithful follower of 
Buddhism did not leave a permanent effect. The 
empire did not survive its founder and was split 
up into pieces after his death. 

Even yet there is no unanimity among the 
historians that Asoka’s empire included the whole 
of present India. The extent can only be traced, in 
the absence of any other authentic record from the 
edicts which he caused to be engraved on stone 
piliars. Some of the Asokan inscriptions háve been 
discovered near Peshawar, in the Himalayas, in 
Bengál and in Mysore. But one historian does not 
accept this evidence as pointing out towards the 
extent of Asoka’s empire' in the following words ; 
"May we conclude from the existence of these 
remaihs that the sway of Asoka extended over all 
the country marked out by them ? Did his empire 
include Afghánistán, a part of Kashmir and Nepal, 
and the whole of India savé the Southern extremity? 
The inference is doubfcful. The zeal of the 
míssionaries of the Buddhist monarch is known to 
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háve outrun the boundaries of his kingdom, and 
they inay haye engraved these inscriptions on the 
rocks oř soiitudes that did not own the-sway of 
theit Imperiál Master.” Finally this historian 
concludes chat Asoka’s authority over the remote 
discricts wichin the area was only of a loose and 
Jighc order and that “he riiled over a larger area 
than was governcd by any monarch of India before 
che Mughals.” Those who know chat the Moghal 
Empire even ac the heighc of its power under 
Aurangaeb did not include pares of India soiith of 
che Deccan and that the Muslim kings before the 
Moghals did noc rule over the Southern half of 
India, as well as Afghánistán, Kashmir, and East- 
ern Bengál and Assam, can vvell imagine the extent 
of Asoka's empire. 

I quote from the-evidence of another historian 
on che effores made by the Hindu Kings in the past 
co establish India s unit\'. P. E. Roberts writes in 
che Hiscory of Bricish India, "No lasting imperiál 
dominion in India was ever esťablished by a Hindu 
people, though on three occasions such an event 
appeared to come within the bounds of probability. 
The short-Iived empire of Asoka i supposed by 
some auchorities to háve excended from the Hindu 
Kush mountains to approximately the norchern 
frontier of Mysore. Again, Sainudragupta of Patli- 
putra, A-D. 400. and Harsha of -Kanauj, about 200 
years later, extended their suzerainty over a great 
part of northern India, but neither founded a last¬ 
ing dynasty.’ 
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Turning co ancienc times, prior to the invasion 
oí Alexander the Great during a period extending 
over 4,000 years, we ťind chat India was “parcolled 
out, like Palestině and Greece. into a number of 
smáli kingdoms, each under the government of its 
own Raja." The eailiest traditions of India as 
recorded in Mahabharata and Ramayana speak of a 
period of constanc war among the numeroiis smáli 
kingdoms chat made up the country at the time. 

Even prior to Muslim invasion of India, dur- 
ing a long period of history extending over 600 
years. which ís known as rhe Rajput period, India 
was splic up into a number or independent States 
and principalities ofcen at war with one another. 
The threat of coramon danger from foreign invaders 
never acted as a permanent unifying force in the 
past. 

Iť the p^eople oř India had united during the 
long spán of 5,000 years under a centra! Hindu 
Kingdom on a lascing basis, the' series of foreign 
invasions that were a distincrive feature of the 
history of India in the past would háve never dis- 
turbed the peace of this vast sub-continent. The 
Persians, the Greeks, the Parthians, the Scytheans, 
the Kushans and later on the Arabs, the Pathans 
and the Mughals had each in turn to conteňd 
against individual States or a group of States loosely 
United for the time being. 

At the time of AlexandePs • invasion, the 
Punjab was split up iňto a number of States and so 
could not offer an effective resistance against the 
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foreign invader. When the Arabs came in the 8th 
century, fchey wrested Sind from its reigning Hindu 
Raja. Láteř on Mahmud of Ghazni made a series 
of invasíons but he met wíth no organised Hindu 
resistance under a centrál Hindu Empire. The 
same story was repeated when Shahabud-Din Ghori 
invaded. The various Rajput hingdoms were 
seporated from one another by the dynastie jealcus- 
ies of their Rajas, and could not unitě on definire 
lineš for defence against the common danger. 

Even in láteř times on the decline oř the 
Moghal Empire, when the Mahrattas had raised the 
standard of revolt for the liberation of India from 
Moghal domínation, the Hindu sense of unity in- 
stead of being awakened from the rudé shock that 
it had suffered in the third battle oř Panipat, was 
further frittered away under the States of Maha- 
ratta confederacy, each of which pulled on indepen- 
dently of the other. If the British had not entered 
the fíeid at this time, the so-called unity of India 
wouid háve remained a pious dream, and India 
wouid háve been parcelled out into a number of 
independent kingdoms. 

Those who argue that the Mahrattas wouid 
háve succeeded in establishing Indía’s political 
unity, overlook the ínsurmountable difficulties 
that lay in their way. The Muslim State of 
Mysore in the south, the Sikhs in the Punjab. 
and the Rajputs in Rajputana were too strongly 
entrenched to be forced to acknowledge Mah- 
ratta sway. Moreover, the Mahrat.ta Confederacy 
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had grown weak on account of the ambitions 
of the Confederating Chiefs. There was no 
guarantee that the Confederacy would remain 
United for' the achievement of India’s political 
unity. Holkar and Sindhia were, reál rivals of 
power. At the utmost, even if Muslim and 
Sikh opposition is minimised, it can be safely 
said that the Maharatta Confederacy would háve 
finally succeeded in splitting up India into 5 
separate sovereign States. The Maharashtra, Baroda, 
the Central Provinces, Indore and Gwalior each, 
would háve been an independent State under the 
Peshwas, Gaikwars, Bhonslas, Holkars and Sindhias 
respectively, and the rest of India might háve 
been parcelled out among them ín proportion to 
their respective strength. But this would háve 
not yet solved the problém of India''s political 
unity though Hindus might háve been gratified 
to reckon to their account five independent Hindu 
States and further sought satisfacíion in the per¬ 
manent domination of Muslim parts of India. 

In view of the clear verdict of history that 
India was near a single political unit during the 
long period of 5.000 years prior to the Muslim 
invasion, it is preposterous to suggest that India 
is an indivisible unit. Under the Muslims, for 
the first time, an attempt was made to establish 
a Central Empire on a lasting footing, and the 
Khiijis, Tughluks and Moghuls did succeed in 
extending their sway over the, whole of India 
except the extreme south, but the Muslim em¬ 
pire owed its existence to the imperiál ambitions 
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of the reigning dynasties and not / to organised 
support on the part of theír subjects. In fact, 
it will be true to say that India’š unity under 
the Muslim Kings was maintained under rhe 
threat of arms and Hindu subjects never missed 
an opportuniry to rise in revolt if they felt 
themseives strong enough to bear arms and force 
theír terms. 

The same can be saíd of India^s unity under 
the British. The people wouid háve risen in arms 
against the Brit.ish, as they did at the tíme of 
the Indián Mutin)', but for the superior military 
power of the ruling nation which has held in check 
the turbulent elements in the popuJation 
and forced the people in generál to pursue a peace- 
^ ful life. 

All talk of India s integrity, indivisibilit-y 
and unity is a recent development. The Hindu 
conception in the past was limited to kingships 
of an autocratic type- The Raja held supreme 
polítical power and recognised none superior to 
hiraself in the State. The Ramayana and Maha- 
bharta describe an India which was parcelled outinto 
nuraerous independent monarchies- The Rajput 
period prior to the Muslim invasion represents 
the same pícture- The Mauryas’ attempt tq found 
"a centrál empire for the whole oř India did not 
meet wíth lasting success, while no other Hindu 
Raja was able to rule more than two-thirds pf 
Northern India- Kíngship was the oider of the 
day while the empíre was an exceptíon. It is 
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'inly under the British inťluence that for the 
first time Hindus, háve dreamt of Indía’s poHtical 
unity. The conciousness among Hindus that they 
are one by religion and culture and that in the 
past their weakness lay in theír political dívisíons 
has led them to aspire for unity. They háve 
been encourged in their new aspirations by the 
example of new nations in Europe. Natíonalism 
has given a new force co popular movements in 
other countries and Hinduism was bound to be in- 
fluenced by it. 

But Hindu nationalists háve failed to re- 
cognise that nationalism is both a unífying and 
a disruptive force. It unites people in a homo- 
geneous State where there is no clash of religion 
and culture, but it disintegrates a non-homo- 
geneous State into its natural parts where people 
are not. united by common ties of race, religion, 
language and history. Thus while Germany and 
Italy were unified in. Europe in the nine-teenth 
century, smaller nations in Central and Eastern 
Europe seceded frora the bigger States of which 
they formed integrál parts. The Balkan Peninsula, 
Central Europe and western parts of Russia 
gave .birth to a number of new States. The em- 
phasis on nationalism is bound fco break up India 
into separate States. 

It is the essence of nationalism that the right 
of every group, whether big. or smáli, has to be 
recognised for independent existence. A group 
cannot be depríved of its independence simply 
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because its independence wíll bring it into conflict 
with a neíghbour or that it will not be able to 
defend its frontiers from aggression.' Nor again 
the argument that union with a large group will be 
more advantageous to it or to the two groups 
separately or combined can be a sufficient induce- 
ment to the group to give up its right to self-deter 
mination if it thinks that separation alone will 
satisfy its national príde. If natíonalism denies the 
right co determine its future to another nation 
which is conscious of its own political and historical 
role, it gives plače to Imperialism which seeks ex- 
' pansion at the expense of others. 

Mere insistence on rndia’s unity without 
recognising the rights of Muslims who are numeri* 
cally stronger than every other great nation except 
Russia or U.S.A., is to betray lack of understanding 
of the reál problém that faces India today. India- 
focced into a union against fehe will of 90 millions of 
Muslims will be like a house divided against itself 
and will invite aggression from outside. Political 
unity, to be effective and lasting, must be based 
on the goodwill and support of all those who live 
within the bounds of India. If it is not desired by 
a powerful element which numbers one-fourth of 
the population and forms a distinct majority in two 
separate regions of India, of well-marked limits, only 
a Government with an Imperialistic policy and 
programme can find measures to enforce it. The 
right to secessíon is as much the sacred right of a 
compact community within a statě provided it is 
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Sttong enough to gain recognition for its demands, 
as it is the righc of a nation to determine its own 
form of govecnment. 

The Indián problém is an inter-national 
problém and it cannot be solved on the principle 
of one nation for one-fifth part of humanity. The 
notion of India's unity ís the dream of the Im- 
perialisc which will never come trne. The days of 
empires are over. No Asoka or Akbar can 
command the allegiance of 400 millions of people 
as subjects of a common empire, 

The example of the British Empire ťurnishes 
no parallel. The British Crown no doubt reigns 
supreme over one-ťourth part of the worid, 
and reckons among its subjects more than 500 
millions of peoples but its reál strength is based 
upoii the resources of the British nation. The 
empire is heid together by the dominant position 
which Great Britain occupies. 



6 . Will Freedóm Lead 
to Unity ? 

To mislead Bridsh Public opíníoa; Hindu 
leaders háve ořtendedaredín their public statements 
and speeches chat political advance, couid not be 
denied co India simply becaue Hindus and Muslims 
cannot reconcile their differences and that the 
dedaration of complete independence, which is 
ínterpreted by them as equivalent to the grant of ■ 
Dominion Status, will lead to the unity of thepeople 
of India, In support of this argument, the examples 
of British selt-governing Dominions are ciced and 
the British Government is reminded that it never 
insisted on consent as a condition precedent for the 
grant of Dominion Status in čase of Canada, South 
Africa, Australia and Ireland. ' 

Mr. Nahni Ranjan Sarkar. a prominent Hindu 
leadej of Bengál, and a member of the Viceroy s 
Executive Council, thus defended the Hindu čase 
in an interview which he granted to pressmen in 
Calcutta on the eve of his taking over charge of his 
new post on October 13, 1941; “The raonotonous 
insistence in London of perfect internal unity 
among all the different elements of national life, 
preliminary to any constitutional advance was 
naturally rather irritating to Indián feelings”. Unity, 
be admitted, was a precmus asset. But was it ever 
a pre-requisite to the grant of freedom in any 
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Countuy ? If so. South Affica could not háve got 
her freedom 40 years ago, neither could freedom 
be given to the many European countries under 
Nazi occupation whose freedom England had solemn- 
ly pledged to restore. Was there perfect internal 
unity in Ireland ? Was China so united that her 
freedom should be guaranteed by British and 
America ? Perfect internal unity thus, though not 
an essential pre-requisice to political freedom, was 
no doubt necessary for the effective preservation of 
the freedom, of a nation when this freédom was 
achieved. Mr, Sarkar concluded his statement wifch 
the prophetic assertion that ‘Treedom itself is a 
vital and deciding factor towards the achievement 
of unity and that history has taught us that freedom 
will lead to unity.” 

An attempt will be made to expose the fal- 
lacious nátuře of this line of argument and to lay 
bare the motives thafc inspíre the Hindu mind. I 
také up first the main argument that freedom leads 
to unity. In a country which is inhabited by a 
horaogeneous people allied together by tíes of a 
common religion, race, language and culture and 
temporarily under the occupation of oňe or more 
foreign powers, freedom will undoubtedly lead to 
unity as was the čase of Italy in the 19th century 
and of Poland after the last war. 

Italy was brpken up into a number of petty 
States and principalities, each with its own Duke or 
Prince wHile the Emperor of Austría and the Pope 
held important parts■ under their sway. The.people 
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vvere culturally one and were consciouš of theíť 
common heritage and their heroič past. They had 
been roused from their torper and lethargy by the 
stirring . appeals of Mazzini who was held in the 
highést esceem by the Ifcalians of all classes. There 
was no cendendy in any section of the population 
for the sepaťatíon of any part. Nor there was any 
importanc political organization which questioned 
the leadership of Mazzini. The lattér*s own des- 
cription . of the Italian people shows them ih 
marked confrast wíth the people of India. Mazzini 
wrote in 1845, '‘We area people of from one and 
bwenty to two and twenty millions of men,.knqwn 
from time iramemorial by the sanie namé, 
as the people of Italy, speaking the sarae langu* 
age, modiřied by dialects varying from each 
. other less than do the Scotch and the English; 
having the sarae creed, the same manners, the same 
habits, proiid of the noblest tradition in politícsi 
science and art, that adorns European history; 
having twice gíven to humanity a tie, a watchword 
of Unity—‘once in the Rome of Emperors, again, 
ere they had betrayed their mission, in the Rome of 
the Popes.” 

To corapare with thís descriptión of Italy/,I 
řeptoduce here the picture‘of India drawn by Lord 
Ďufťerin in 1887. “This population is composed of 
a large number oř distinct nationalities, professmg 
various religions, practisíng diverse rítes, speaking. 
different languages, while many oí: them are stíli 
furcher separated from, one another by discordant 
nrpíndices. bv confJicting source of usages, and even 
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antagonistic materiál interests. But perhaps the 
móst potent characteristic of our Indián cosmos is 
the division into two mighty political communities 
as distant from each other as poles asunder in their 
religious faith, their sociál organization and their 
natiiral aptitudes, on the one hand the Hindu 
numbering 190 millions, with their polytheístic 
beliefs, their temples adorned with images and idols. 
their venerations ťor the sacred cow, their elaboráte 
caste distinction to successive conquerors- on the 
other hand, the Mohomedans, a nation of 50 mil- 
lions, with their monotheism their iconoclastic 
fanaticism, their animal sacrifices, their sociál equali- 
ty. and their remembrance of the days when, 
enthroned at Delhi, they reigned supreme from the 
Himalayas to Cápe Comorin.” A contrast of Italy 
with India reveals thac whereas Italy had atrained 
complete cultural unity before it aspired for free- 
dom, India still lacks cultural unity and vainly hopes 
that political unity alone will unitě the people on a 
permanent basis. 

Poland too lacked political unity prior to its 
independence after the last Great War. The 
country had been split up into three parts, which 
were included in. the former Russion, Auscro 
Hungarian and German Empires respectively, but 
as the people were one by religion, race, cultureand 
history, hence the grant of freedom on the collapse 
of the three empires led to the achievement of 
complete unity, History is replete with examples 
which show that cultural unity of a people is an 
essential prerequísite to their political unity or 
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what is called iii popular language ‘‘freedom.’^ 

Countríes in which the inhabitants háve 
lacked culturai unity háve always disintegrared ínto 
parts when they had to facc some great crisis. The 
examples of Czarist Russia, Hapsburg Empire of 
Austria-Hungary and the Ottoman Empire prior to 
the last Great ,War clearly illustrate this. These 
countríes were United under ties oř politica] unity 
as represented. by theit reígning dynasties, but 
their inhabitants differed on culfcural, racial and 
religious grounds. Grant of freedom to them on the 
collapse of the empires under which they líved 
meant the freedom of each nationality to determine 
its own future. Insead oř leading towards the 
achievement of unity, freedom led to the dísmember- 
ment of these countríes into their natural parts. 
The minorities occupying compact territories were 
converted into majorities and recognised as inde¬ 
pendent nations. Thus the Finns, Estbonians, 
Latvians, Litbuanians and Poles, řormer minorities 
of Czarist Russia, formed their own national States. 
Similarly, the minorities of Austro-Hungarian 
Empire, the Czechs and Slovaks. the Serbs and 
Croats, the Magyars, and the Austrians were 
conceded the right of self-determination. 

India’s čase falls into line with non-homo- 
geneous countríes which lack culturai unity. Ftee 
dom will not lead towards the achievment of 
political unity but towards its disintegration into 
parts, on the principle of self-determination- It is 
absolutely wrong to say that the mere grant of 
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freedom to a coontry. divided ott 

their armies froni India to-a y community will 
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be ranged agamst th onnortunities which 

polidcal power and oppoUun.^^^^ 

poUtical P°«“ . Unless the political 

s=„r”"i»-í, a ss^o"“;..“í 

.“rdis“ri...j».. .k. p« •< B"'”" 

jřovernment wiU do no goód. 
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what is called a national » They háve made it 

responsible to a ňation, and that they 

clear that they are a sepai govetnment which 

cannot accept any sen permanent possession 
places the Hindu ma3ority m peunan 

of power. , 
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GENERAL CRITÍCISMS 


The present political dead-lock clearly proyes 
that the tvvo major comrnunities háve fundamental 
difřerences in regard to the form of government 
ander whích they want to Uve! The Hindus want 
pn the pretence oř India s unity, intergrity and 
indivisíbiiity to keep under permanent subjection 
the two distinct Muslim Zones in the north-west 
and north-east of India. They argue- their čase as 
if India were the home of a united nation which 
siraply needs independence to complete the process 
of unity. On the other hand, Muslims claim the 
par ti tion of India on the principle of selT 
determinacion and do not want to lose their 
separace political indentiiy. In face of such 
insurmouncable political diřferences, it is futile to 
ask the British Government to declare India’s 
independence and to establish so-caJIed nationai 
government ac the centre. The League is 
commiced to íts creed of Pákistán, while the 
Congress to a Federal Government on a unitary 
basis. The Muslims know that if they accept a 
government at the centre, responsible to an 
elected legislafure, they will be striking at the root 
oř their own political goal and be strengthening 
the Hindu scheme for the domination of India as a 
whole. Political expedíency demands that in a 
non-homogeneous • country, where political dif- 
ferences háve reached a stage making compromise 
impossibiy except on the princíple of selTdeterrai- 
nation for each community occupying a compact 
part of the country* no -efforts should be made to 
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enforce a constitution which is strongly opposed by 
an important nationality. 

Blit it is very unfortunate that in India pro¬ 
minent Hindu leaders háve formed a clique to 
mislead the British Government in regard to the 
political aspirations of the Muslims and to force its 
hands to establish a government at the centre, na- 
tional in appearance but utterly aggressive and 
communal in actual practice- To quote Mr. Jaya- 
kaťs own words, who said in a speech at Dhariwar 
on October 8, “a compromise ťorraula is possible on 
the basis of Britain making a definire premise of 
full Dominion Status within a fixed period after the 
tarmination of the war and estabiishing a national 
government at the centre with non-officials who 
enjoy public esteem and confidence, selected by the 
Viceroy”. The Muslims see through the game. 
They are not opposed to the grant of Dominion 
Status but they cannot accept a national government 
which is established on the principle that India is 
the home of a single natíon, If the Muslims are 
assured of a 50% representation on the Viceroy’s 
Council during the war, as representatives of a 
nation on terms ot equality with Hindus, then alone 
this compromise formula could make its appeal to 
them. It is, however, irrítatíng and galling to theír 
pride when they ťínd Hindu politicians lecturing to 
the British Government that consent should never 
be insisted on as a preliminary to the grant of free- 
dom and that the framing of the constitution shouH 
not be left entirely in Indián hands, as ť ' 
rences cannot be reconciled. 
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GENERAL CRITICISMS 


In one breath these Hindu Leaders assert that 
treedom will lead to Indias unity and that these 
intenial differences will disappear after a national 
government has been established, but in the other 
breath they remind the British Government that 
Congress-League differences cannot be reconciled 
and that it is useless to insist on consent as a pre- 
requisite to the grant of freedom. The Hindu 
leaders try to deceive the Muslims by couching their 
arguments in a hypocritical language, not easily 
intelligíble to laymen, but in reality they want no 
coinpromise with the Muslim League and seek. 
instead, a direct agreement with the Bňtish Govern¬ 
ment to enforce their own demands.' All talk of 
complete independence for India will vanish if the 
the British Government were to openly declare that 
they do not recognise the Muslim League as the 
spokesman of the Muslims and were ready to come 
to terms with the Congress as the only national 
organisation of India. 

There are signs that if the Muslim demand for 
Pákistán is finally rejected by the British Govern¬ 
ment, the Congress and all other Hindu 
organisations will be quite willing to revise their 
present policies aud to conclude a gentleman’s agree¬ 
ment, The Hindu Mahasabha’s active co-operation 
with the Viceroy and Mr. Savarkaťs appeals for 
milítarisation of Hindus were inspired by similar 
motives. The Mahasabha had held out the threat 
of direct action against the British Government in 
India if their demand for independence was not 
accepted, but imraediately on Mr. Amrey’s using 
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some harsh words in condemnation o£ Pákistán, the 
Mahasabha began to reverse its polícy and offered 
full co-operation. The selection of Messrs, Anney 
and N. R> Sirkar as raembers o£ the Viceroy’s Coun- 
cil, both of whoni háve been strong opponents of 
Pákistán, was really a step to appease the Hindu 
Mahasabha. Ic has often been asserted ín the 
Hindu press that if Congress had not. retired into 
wilderness and instead pursued its parliamentary 
programrae in the Centre and provinces, the League 
would never háve gained its present strength and 
importance i^nd the demand for Pákistán would háve 
never raised its ugly head. It is truly the character- 
istic of a non-homogeneous State that the political 
awakening and progress of one community are the 
cause oř jealousy and bitterness on the part of the 
other. 



